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There 4 a GOD. 


FB O ME THING has exiſted 
KT BY "ha all Eternity: For, if Pr. c,. 
there ever had been Nothing, age 46 
there never could have becn Bg and | 


any Thing. And, as it is cer- Serie 
: tain, that any Things do now exiſt, 7 '$0 25 
and that Nothing can make itſelf; for 
then it muſt have been before itſelf was 
in Being, which is im poſſible, and a ma- 


nite elt 


| The Scripture DOCTRINE of the 
= nifeſt Contradiction: So it will hence, 
; _ evidently follow, that there muſt have 
been ſome firſt Cauſe that did exiſt by 
the Neceſſity of its own Nature. For, 
* _* either there has always exiſted ſome 
one Unchangeable and Indepen- 
dent Being, the Original of all other 
* Beings; or elſe there has been an In— 
DVV Succeſſion of changeable and 
dependent Beings produc'd one from 
3 © another in an endleſs Progreſſion, 
1 „without any Original Cauſe at all. 
LL © But to ſuppoſe a Series of dependent 
E © Beings to be, from all Eternity, pro- 
< ducd by Nothing, is the ſame Ab- 
„„ 4, 20 Contradiction as to ſup- 
pole Things produc'd by Nothing at 
Fo any definite Time; ” and it's im poſ- 
| © fible, in Nature, that that which does 
| :-- Hot exiſt, ſhould produce any Effect in 
| 
Time or Eternity: © The Inability of 
Nothing to produce any thing is plain- 
1 ly the ſame in Time or in Eternity, 
= * becauſe Duration, in this Caſe, makes I 
B e no Difference; conſequently, there 
BD * muſt, of Neceſlity, have exiſted from | 
Dad | Eternity, ſome one Immutable and 
menen eig, 2 
mo this Being which did always ; 
exiſt, muſt be Neceffarily exiſting ; for, 
8 whatever Exiſts, if it once did not Ex- 2 
b yo iſt, could not « ariſe out of Nothing, 1 
CR * abſolutely without any Cauſe : That is 
; "0 L impot- 
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Sacred and Adorable TRINITY. 
impoſſible; for, Nothing can produce 
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« Something muſt have exiſted Eter- 


« nally and Independently, as has been 
already prov'd. It remains, therefore, 


that the firſt Being was Neceſſ- rily Ex- 
iſting. Now to be Neceſſarily Exiſt. 


- 
* 
* 


F for that is an expreſs Contradiction; 
but to Exiſt by an abſolute Neceſlity, 
Originally in the Nature of the Thing 


* 1tfelt, being abſolutely Uncauſed, for 


cc 


there can be no Cauſe prior to the 


« Firſt. 


always did Exiſt. 
And altho' our finite Underſtandings 
are infinitely unable to form any ade- 
gquate Notion of the Subſtance and Eſ- 
Ss ſence of the Firſt and Original Cauſe of 
all Things; yet many of the Eſſential 
Attributes of this Ever-Living Gop, are 


= ſtence, 
© Thus the Eternity of Gop (which ! 15 


> Endleſs Life) may be eaſily prov'd ; for 
I the Divine Being does neceſſarily Exiſt, 

| and this Neceſſity being Abſolute, and 
rm not 


r p 


Nothing: And, to ha ve been produc'd 
by ſome External Cauſe, cannot poſ- 
"ably be true of every Thing, but 
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ing, is not to be produc'd by itſelf, 


: 3 And this Neceſſirily Exiſting Being! is 
S8 0p. And what I have offer'd does 
prove, that this Divine Being does, and 


ſtill demonſtrable, as well as His Exi- 


an Entire and Perfect Poſſeſſion of an 
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4 The Scripture DOCTRINE of the 


not depending upon any Thing Exter- 
nal, muſt be always Unalterably the 
ſame. Nothing being Alterable, but 
what is capable of being affected by 
ſomewhat without itſelf. Therefore 
the Divine Being muſt, of Neceſſity, 
have Exiſted from Everlaſting, with- 
out Beginning; and muſt, of Neceſſity, 
Fin te Everlaſting without End. 5 
And, | 
The Ever-Living Gop being necefſari-- 
ly Exiſtent, muſt, of Neceſſity, be In- 
finite ; for what i is abſolutely Rees ry, 
5 muſt * be every where, and always un- 
* alterably the ſame : Becauſe whatever 
_ © is abſolurely Neceſſary at all, is ab- 
8 ſolutely Neceſſary in every Part of | 
. OP ace, 3nd in every Point of Durati- Þ| 
+ Of-3-. 'So that the Divine Being is, in an 
ineffable Manner, diffus'd through an 
Infinite Space, and | 15 eſſentially preſent. 
in all Places, at all Times, and to all 
; oss and Things: Nor is there any 
If Thing that could give Bounds to the Di- 
N vine Immenſity; not any created Being, 
=D for all Creatires did receive their Be- 
1 ings and Limitations from the Maker of 
3 all Things : Nor did the Great Fehovah; | 
kor He did not give Being, or any per- AY 
| fections to Himſelf, but had all Perfe- 
|| __ ions neceſſarily of Himſelf, without 
Fl -.- 0p Cauſe; wherefore His Being e 
© | 8 C 
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Sacred and Adorable 'FRINI TY. 


be Immenſe, Infinite, and without any 
Bounds. 


And the Original Cauſe of all Things, 


== certainly an Intelligent Being ; and al- 
moſt * every Thing in the World, de- 
© monſtrates to us this great Truth, and 


affords undeniable Arguments to prove 


2 that the World, and all Things there- 


in, are the Effects of an Intelligent 


and Knowing Cauſe. Certainly, it 1s 
impoſſible that any Effect ſhould have 
any Perfection, which was not in the 


nipreſent and Intelligent, for that Reaſon 


we conclude, that He is alſo Omniſcient; 
L. and with one fingle Act of Intuition 
7 1 thro' the whole Poſſibility of 


eing. For where the Divine Being 1s, 
the Divine Knowledge is. for it is inſe- 
parable from the Divine Eflnce, and 1s 


therefore Infinite, becauſe the Divine Be- 
ing is ſo. Conſequently, the Almighty 
comprehends all the Ideas and Effences 
of Things, with all their poſſible Rela- 
tions and Keſpects; and immediately di- 
3 icerneth all the Intricate Secrets, and the 
= -:D 3 deepeſt 


Original Cauſe; for then it would be 
cauſed b Nothing, which is impoſ- 
| * fible: © Wherefore, ſince there are, un- 
F doubtedly, Intelligent Beings in the 
World; the firſt Cauſe and Original 
Creator of all ſuch Created and Intelli- 
gent Beings, muſt alſo be Intelligent. 
And becauſe the Divine Being is Om- 
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The Scripture DOCTRINE of the 
deepeſt Thoughts of all Intelligent Be- 


ings. And foraſmuch as all Creatures 


derive their Beings, and all the Powers 


and Faculties they are indued with, from 


the Ever-Living God, it is not to be 


doubted, but that He does perfectly know 
what all and cach of theſe Powers and 


Faculties can poſſibly produce. | 
And this Neceſfarily Exiſting Being, 


muſt be Eſſentially poſſeſſed of that In- 
finite Power which does extend to all 
poſſible Things; and therefore be Omni- 


potent : For, ſince all Things beſides 


Himſelf, were made by Him, and en- 


tirely depend upon Him; there can be 


Nothing in Nature beſides Himſelf, that 
can limit him in his Power; and what 
is unlimited in Power, is Infinite in 

Power, and can do all Things which do 

not manifeſtly imply a Contradiction, 


or an Imperfection: Moſt aſſuredly there 


A 


is nothing that can make any Difficul- 


ty, or Reſiſtance to the Execution of 
his Will; ſo that he muſt, of Neceſſi- 
ty, have abſolute Power to do every 
Thing he pleaſes, with the perfecteſt 
Eaſe, and in the perfecteſt Manner, at 
once, and in a Moment, whenever He 


4 


JJ. 5 
And the Divine Being, becauſe Neceſ- 

ſarily Exiftent, muſt therefore be Im- 

mutable and Incorruptible, Again, 


| The 


Sacred and Adorable T RIN IT v. 


The Eternal Almighty, and infinitely | 
Wiſe Gop, is indu'd with Liberty and 
Choice. Such, indeed, is the Perfection 


of the Divine Nature, and the unalter- 


able ReQitude of the Divine Will; that 
He cannot act in Contradiction to thoſe 
Divine Perfections of Infinite Wiſdom, 
Goodneſs, and Juſtice, which He is efſen- 
tially poſſeſs'd of; it being impoſſible 


for Infinite Wiſdom to act Imprudently, 
or Infinite Goodneſs chuſe that which 
is Evil, or Infinite Juſtice do that which 
is Wrong. But this is no Diminution of 


Power, or Liberty; for it is the Perfe- 


ion of Liberty; nay, it is the higheſt 


and moſt perfect Degree of Freedom, to 
be unalterably determin'd always to act 
Wiſely, and always to chuſe the greateſt 
Good, and always to do that which is 
Right and Beſt in the Whole. Yet ſtill, 


in every Act wherein our good G0 
exerciſes any of His Moral Attributes, 


as if Wiſdom, Goodnefs, or Juſtice, He 


does uſe this moſt perfe& Liberty, as 


before obſerv'd. And when we con- 
template the various Degrees and Orders 
of Beings, from the loweſt inanimate 
Creature, to the higheſt Angelical Na- 


ture, we can hardly doubt, but that 


the Great God of Heaven aRed with the 
* greateſt Liberty, when he gave ſuch 
* , different Powers and Perfections to the 
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The Scripture DOCTRINE of the 
manifold different Creatures in the won- 


derful Series of Created Beings. 


Moreover, even Motion implies this 


Liberty; indiſputably, there is ſuch a 
Thing as Motion in the World. And 


there muſt be alſo, ſomewhere, a Prin- 
ciple of Motion and Action, which is 


— 8 Liberty; or elſe thoſe Things which 


are moved, muſt be moved without 
a Mover, and produc'd without a 
Cauſe. It has been prov'd that there 
cannot be an Infinite Succeſſion of de- 
pendent Beings, produc'd one from an- 
other in an endleſs Progreſſion, with- 
out any Original Cauſe at all, and giv- 
* ing Motion to one another ;” therefore 


there maſt be in the Univerſe, ſome 
Being Neceſſarily exiſting, and ated up- 
on by no other Being, that muſt, * of 
* Neceſſity have, in itſelf, a Principle 


of acting, or Power of beginning Mo. 
* tion, which 1s the Idea of Liberty, 


and which has given Being and Motion 
to all dependent Creatures. And this 
Argument evidently proves, that Gop, 
tne Original Cauſe of all Things, is 
endu'd with Liberty and Choice, 


And this firſt Cauſe of all Things, 


muſt of Neceſſity be a Being eſſential- 
ly poſſe ſs'd of Infinite Goodneſs, Juſtice, 


and Truth, 
Tis the perfection, Glory, and Hap- 


pineſs of an intelligent Being, to be 


Good 


Sacred and Adorable T RINIT v. 

Good, Juſt, and True. And there was 
originally in every rational Being, a na- 
tural Propenſity to, and an innate De- 


ſire and Thirſt after Goodneſs and Hap- 


pineſs. And all the Imperfections, Evil, 


and Miſeries, that finite Beings labour 
under, ariſe only from Shortneſs of 


* Underſtanding, Defe& of Power, or 
* Depravation of Will.” But an infinite- 


ly Wiſe, Powerful, and Perfectly Free 
Agent; as he infallibly knows, and has 
an irreſiſtible Power to do, and a per- 


fe& Liberty to chooſe that which is 


right; © ſo he cannot be impos'd up- © 
on by any Deceit, nor awed by Power; 


nor be inclin'd by any wrong Byaſs, to 


do otherwiſe, than act according to 


thoſe perfect Rules of Goodneſs, Juſtice, 


and Truth, which are founded in the Na- 


ture,Reaſon,and Relation of Things ante- 


cedent to all poſitive Appointment what- 


ſoever. Wherefore, the Eternal and Infi- 
nite Fountain of all Being and Perfection, 


muſt have an unalterable Diſpoſition, 
and be neceſſarily inclin'd by a moral 
Neceſlity, © always to act according to 


F the ſtricteſt Rules of Infinite Goodneſs, 


© Juſtice, and Truth. And it is as moral- 


ly impoſſible for God not to Good, Juſt, 


and True, as it is naturally impoſſible 
for him not to be Neceſſarily Exiſtent, 
Omniſcient, and Omnipotent. There 


is then a God, a Divine Being, Neceſſa- 


| LS rily 
| | | c 3 | 


* 
9 


— y-_m_ 4%; 2 — * 
— tn 


. 

F Ml 
5 
1 
1 


* 
I: 
i 
vj 
1 
1 

; 5 


—— PPP " 
. — Fd 


< 4 oO eres + —_—  — EET" 
6 AG. Lew — . "4 oc ee AE Ge A 


—ͤ—ũ—w—ͤꝑ—ä 0/2 en —— — 


The Scripture DOCTRINE of the 
rily Exiſting, Abſolutely Perfect, Infinite- 
* Great, and e Good. 


EE s ES 


CHAP. I 


The Sacred Scriptures are a Divine Re- 


velation. ; 


To) > Ertainly the Duties enjoyn'd 
in the Holy Bible, are all of 
them, © fack as are agreea- 
* ble to our natural Notions 
— * of Gon; and are Perfe&ive 
of the Nature, and Conduſive to the 


© Happineſs and Welfare of Men, & 
The Doctrines therein reveal'd, tho? 
not all of them diſcoverable by the bare 
Light: of Nature, yet are conſiſtent 
© with, and agreeable to ſound and un- 


© prejudic'd Reaſon ; and havea natural 
* Tendency, and a direct and power- 
ful Influence, * to reform Men's Lives, 
and to promote true Virtue and Piety. 

And as the Holy Scriptures are wor- 
thy of Gop, ſo very many Arguments 


have been frequently produc'd, ro prove 
that they are the Word of Go. 
I ſhall alledge only one or two of 

thoſe Arguments. 


And the very many Propheſies deli 


ver'd in the Old and New Teſtament, 


wherein, 


* — * 


Sacred aud Adorable TRINITY. 


wherein, ſeveral Things are expreſly 


foretold, ſome, many hundred of Years 


before they came to paſs, ſome, ſeveral 
thouſands of Years, and ſome from the 


the very Beginning of the World, and 


which were publickly recorded and read, 
long before the Years in which they were 
accompliſh'd; and all theſe being in due 
Time, punctually fulfill'd, are an evi- 
dent Demonſtration, that the Sacred 


Oracles are a Divine Revelation. 
I ſhall mention only one of the many 


that might be produc'd; and it is that 
remarkable Propheſy of Daniel, which 
punctually foretold, when our Saviour 
ſhould be crucify'd, almoſt 500 Years 
before the Time of his Paſſion. Thus in 
that his famous Propheſy of 70 Weeks, 
Dan. Chap. 9. It is expreſly declar'd, 
that the Me/iah ſnould be cut off in the 
Midſt of the 70th Week, v. 26, 27. Now 
70 Weeks of Years abſtractedly conſi- 
der'd, amount only to ſeven Times 70 
Years, i. e. 490 common Years. But 


then when the Fews computed Time by 


Weeks of Years, they conſtantly added 
one Year of Jubilee, after every 49 ſin- 
gle Years: By which Means, 9 Years of 
Jubilee being interſpers'd amongſt Da- 
mel's 70 Weeks of Years; they will be 
equal to 499 lingle Years. Again, if the 
firſt Year of Daniel's Weeks did begin, 
(as I concelve it did) upon ſome other, 


and 
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I The Scripture DOCTRINE of the 


and not that Year, which immediately 
follows a Year of Jubilee, then 70 
Weeks of Years, according to this an- 
eient Way of Computation, will com- 
pPrehend 10 Years of Jubilee, and fo 
amount exactly to 500 common Years. 
Ihis is the Caſe here, and will be found 
” plain to thoſe who will carefully con- 
| brevis  fider the Matter. And the Reverend 
Sidel Ef. Mr. Lancaſter, in an excellent and learn- 
fay, &. ed Diſcourſe upon Daniel's 70 Weeks, 
ingeniouſly obſerves, that altho', before 
the Temple at Feruſalem was deſtroy'd 
by Nebuchadneztar, the Jews counted 
Time by ſabbatical Years, and Years of 
Jubilee; yet after that, the ey did not 
e i "Ezrab ns from Babylon to 
Sn. Feruſalem, Exrab 7. 7, 8. Thar that 
Lear was the firſt Year Bs Weeks, when | 


jit the Obſervation of Weeks was again be- 
0 gun by the J7ewe; and was therefore 
i the Year in which Daniel's 70 Weeks did 
dein. And he has learnedly and di- 
. ſtinctly prov'd, that it fell in with the 
1th Year of Artaxerxes Longimanns's 
Reign, in the 4250 Year of the Fulian | 
Period, and muſt therefore begin in the | 
mm 7th Month of the Fews, A. P. J. 4245, | 
which was concidenr with the 283d 
MVMNabonaſſarean Year, and the 3d Year of 
Fl die on Olymiad ; from whence, to 
Ui the 7th Month of the Jews, in the 224: 
N Tear of Tiberius, in the Year of the 
"Wh Julias 3 
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Sacred and Adorable TRINITY, 13 


Julian Period, 4749, there were exactly 
500 Years, and our Saviour was eruci— 
fy'd A. P. F. 4746, co incident with the 
gogth Nabonaſſarean Year, and the 4th 
Lear of the 202d Ohmpiad, exactly in 
the middle of the laſt of Daniel's Seventy _ 
| Scripture Weeks of Years. * Now the * id. 
fulfilling of this Propheſy, did depend 18.“ 
upon ſeveral Contingencies, and upon 
the Counſels and Determinations of free 
Agents; yea, the Death of our Saviour 
was procured by the intollerable Hatred 
of his bittereſt Enemies the Ferws; whoſe 
Intent 1t was, not to promote his moſt 
gracious Deſigns. but to procure his ut- 
ter Deſtruction. We conclude then, that 
„this Prediction was from Heaven, and 
argues the Divinity of the Sacred: O- 
) So 5 
Again, Miracles are the indiſputable 
CTiredentials of thoſe who have a Com- 
| miſſion from Heaven, to deliver ſacred 
and divine Truths to the Sons of Men. 
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, And the Miracles wrought by Moſes 
and the Prophets, by Chriſt Feſus, and 
, | his Apoſtles, were ſo many and ſo great, 
and fo far exceeding all the Miracles 
| which any other Prophets or Law-givers 
| have pretended to, that they evidently 
: demonſtrate, that the Laws which they 
eſtabliſh'd, the Doctrines which they 
5 taught, and the Duties which they en- 
; join'd, came from God. 8 
. 5 = And, 


Method 


The Seripuure Do cT R I N E of the 
And, in Fact it is certain, that ſuch 


Rules of Faith and Practice were pro- 
mulged, and ſuch Miracles wrought, 


as related by the Pen-men of the holy 
_ Scriptures. 


The Reverend Mr. Leſlie in that ad- 


mirable Piece, The ſhort and eaſy Method 
with the Deift, gives us four Rules, by 
which we may be undoubtedly afſur' d, 


that the Matters of Fa& related in the 


with the 


Deiſt. p. 


oY NN a a al ka is 


8 


ſacred Oracles are unqueſtionably true; 
and obſerves, that no Fact can be falſe 
that has thoſe four Marks. 


The Rules are theſe. 1. That the 
Matter of Fact be ſuch as, that Mens 
_ outward Senſes, their Eyes and Ears 
may be Judges of it. 2. That it be 
done publickly in the Face of the 

World. 3. That not only publick 
Monuments be kept up in Memory 

of it, but that ſome h Actions 

are to be perform'd. 4. That ſuch 
Monuments and ſuch A4ions, or Ob- 
ſervances be inſtituted, and commence 
from the very Time that the Matter 
of Fact was done. $ 
And certainly the Law of Moſes was | 


Cn 


deliver'd to the whole Body of the Peo- 
ple of the Fewihh Nation, in the moſt | 
Publick and Awful Manner. And it came. 7 
to paſs when Moſes had made an End 0 
writing the Words of bis Law in a Book, 
bl 9 5 were e ad; Tour, Moſes comman- 


ed 


the Time of the ä And, be- 


Sacred and Adorable TRINITY. 


ded the Levites, who bare the Ark of the 


Covenant of the Lord, ſaying, Take this 


Book of the Lao, and pur it in the Side of 
_ the Ark of the Covenant of the Lord your 
God, that it may be there for a W. meſs a. 
gainſt Thee, Deut. 31. 24, 25, 26. And 


theſe Laws were the ſtanding Laws and 


Statutes of the Nation of the Fews. And 
in the Books of Moſes it is recorded, 
That he wrought very many Miracles, 
and ſome ſo great, in the Land of Feypr, 7 
that the very Magicians ſaid, This is 


the Finger of God, Exod. 8. 19. That he 


brought out of the Land 600,cc0 Men; 
led them throngh the Red Sea; and that, : 
bat great Multitude of people Were 
miraculouſly preſerv'd and fed Forty 
ears in the Wilderneſs. That the Paf. 
ſover was inſtituted and appointed to be 
_ continually obſerv'd, from that Time, 
in Memory of their Deliverance from 
the Egyptian Bondage. That the Ob- 
ſervation of the Sabbath was preſs'd up- 
on that People. That daily Sacrifices 


and yearly Expiations were appointed; 


and, that out of the Tribe of Levi, 
Prieſts were conſecrated to offer thoſe 
Sicrifices, and to celebrate the other In- 
| ftitutions of the Moſaical Law. 


And the Goſpel was publickly preach- 


4 ed by the Bleſſed Jeſus, and his holy 


Apoſtles, and Publiſh'd in Writing in 
ſides 
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Devils; cured the Lame; gave Sight to 
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ſides the many Prophefies recorded 
in the New as well as Old Teſtament. 
In the New Teſtament it is expreſly 
related, That our Saviour wrought 


very many wonderful Miracles in the 
hit of Multitudes of People; caſt out 


the Blind, and raiſed the Dead to Life 


again: And when the Son of God had 
miraculouſly fed 500 Men, with five 
Loaves and two ſmall Fiſhes, Thoſe Men 
when they ſaw the Miracle that Feſus did, 


ſaid, This is, of a Truth, that Prophet 


that ſhould come into the World, St. John 
6. 5, 14. And the Sacraments of Bap- 
tiſm and the Lord's Supper were then 
nſtituted by Chriſt our Saviour, and 
have been ever ſince obſerved in all A- 
ges in the Chriſtian Church. And the 
holy Feſwus ordain'd the Apoſtles to pro- 


pagate the Goſpel, to plant and govern 


his Church, ro adminiſter the Sacra- 
ments, and to conſecrate and ordain 2 


ſacred Order of Men to govern the 


Church, inſtru& the People, to admini- 
ſter holy Ordinances, and to perform all | 
the diſtinct Offices of the Sacred Fun- 
ction. And there has been a regular 


Succeſſion of Men in holy Orders t 0 


Now, according to the two firſt Rules, 


we cannot but think that the Things 


related by Moſes were true; for they 


were 


Sacred and Adorable TRINITY. 
were ſuch Things that the People of 


Iſrael which he brought out of Egypt, 


could not be deceived 'n: Nor can we 


reaſonably ſuppoſe, th: if they had not 
been true, that Moſes, at that very 
Time, would: have committed them to 


writing, and ordered the 50k to be laid 


in the Side of the Ark: Or that the Stift- 
neckned and Obſtinate Jews, if they 
had not been fully convinc'd that the 
Law of Moſes was reveal'd from Heaven, 


that they would have recciv'd, at leaſt, 
that Part of it, concerning which St. 


Peter ſays, That it was a Toke, which 


neither our Fathers nor we were able to 


bear, Acts 15. 10. 
And, according to thiſe Rules, we 
B have all the Reaſon in the World to be- 


lieve, that the Matters of Fact men- 
tion d in the New Teſtament, are undoubt- 


edly true; for if they had not been ſo, 


they could not have been impoſed upon 


the People at the Tim. when ſuch Facts 
were ſaid to be done. Ind the Jews 
and Gentiles, who c. \nſpir* d rogether to 


take away the Life of our Bleſſed Sa- 


viour, would have unanimoufly contra- 
A died, and eaſily diſprov'd the fame, 
and have demonſtrate :d to all the World, 
| that ſuch Relations had been abſolutely 
falſe. Bur, the greateſt Enemies of Chri- 

ſtianity, hive owned theſe Matters of 


Fat to be real and certain; and when 
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St. Peter and St. Jobn were examin'd con- 
cerning a lame Man that was made 
whole, by the Name of Jeſus Chriſt, the 
Rulers, Elders, Scribes, High-Prieft, and 
others beſides them, could not but own 
and ſay, That indeed a Notable Miracle 
had been done by them, is manife ft to all 
them that dwell in Jeruſalem, and we cun- 
not deny it. Acts 4. 16. 
And by the two laſt Rule we may 
confidently aver, That theſe Things 
could not be impoſed upon the World, 
in any Age, after the Time in which it 
is recorded that they were done: For 
then the Deceit would have been eafily 
detected, and all Mankind would have 
N contradiqted and proclaim'd, That there 
had been no ſuch Books tranſmitted 
down to them, wherein ſuch Matters of 
Fact, and wherein all ſuch Things were 
ſaid to be done: That they had not, till 
then, been govern'd by ſuch expreſs 
Laws, and directed by fach eſtabliſh'd 
Rules, both of Faith and Practice: That | 
they had no Ancient Monuments a- 
moneſt them, atteſting the Certainty of | 
thoſe Things: : That they had not con- 
ſtantly celebrated any Inſtitutions, con- 
tinually from that very Time, in Me- 
mory of thoſe Matters of Fact: That 
1118 there had been no ſuch Divine Worſhip, | 
ey no ſuch Holy Sacraments univerſally | 
| obſerv'd by their Fore-fathers, and them 
1 „ before 
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before that Time: And that there had 


been no continued Succeſſion of Men in 


Holy Orders, by whom, and no other, the 
Publick Service of the People, was to 


be offer'd up to the Great God of Hea- 


ven. 


CHAP. II. 


| There 7s but One Only Living and 


True GO 3 
HE Great FEHOVAH is a 
Neceſſarily Exiſting Being, 


Sand therefore there can be 


Whatever then is related in the Old 
and New Teſtament concerning Moſes 
and the Prophets, CHRIST and his A- 
poſtles, we may depend upon it as In- 
fallibly True. And, certainly, no Mat- 
ters of Facts, in the World, were ever 
better atteſted. 


Here then I bh That the Ho: 
ly BIBLE is the Worp of 60 D. 


122 eee, hdd 


Dr. Clark's 


Demonfire- | 


tion, pag. 


43, * | 
but One Gop only; for 


— abſolute Neceſſity is Simple 
and F That which does Neceſ- 


ſarily Exiſt, does Neceſſarily Exiſt eve- 


ry where; and that which any where 


| Necelhrily Exiſts, does Neceſſarily Ex- 
C2 ” aſt: 


n 
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iſt : There cannot then be two Neceſſa- 
rily Exiſting Beings; for what does a- 


ny where Neceſſarily Exiſt, is that One 


Neceſſarily Exiſting Being, which does, 
of Neceſſity, every where Exiſt; ſo that 
vhat does Neceſſarily Exiſt in any Place, 
does ſo in every Place, and at all Times. 


 Whatſoever, therefore, Exiſts, Neceſſa ri- 
ly, is the One Single Eſſence of the One 
only Neceſſarily Exiſtent Being: What 
does not differ from this Neceſſirily Ex- 


iſting Being, is the ſame with this Ne— 


ceſſarily Exiſting Gop, in whom there 


can be no Difference or Diverſity of Ex- 
iſtence, becauſe he is One by Abſolute 
Neceſſity of Nature, without Com poſi- 


tion or Diviſion, Other Beings do exiſt, 


but not any One of them Neceſſarily, 
for then that One would not be different | 
from, but individually the ſame with the 
One Neceſſarily Exiſting Goo. 


God is Omnipotent, and can do what 


he pleaſes without being hindred by a- | 
ny other Being whatſoever. There can- | 
not therefore be two Gods; for the one | 
could not be Gop unleſs Omnipotent ; 
and if Omnipotent, then he could ob- 
ſtruct the other in his Deſigns and Ope- 
rations; and then the firſt would not be 


Omnipotent, and therefore not God: 


So conſequently, as there is certainly 
a God, ſo certainly there can be but One 


Gop. Aſſuredly, there cannot be two 
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firſt Original Cauſes of all Created Be- 
ings. There cannot be two Beings Eſ- 
ſentially Different, and endued with the 


ſame Infinite Creating Power: For then, BP: Eb. 
ridge, on 


ä S2 Ae P 


What one doth, will eaſily be granted to the 39 f 

be poſſihle, in its own Nature, to be . | 

done by the other; otherwiſe he could“ : 

| * not do it: Yet though it be poſſible in 

3 * its own Nature, yet it is impoſſible | 

; © for the other God to do it : For then i 

- | © there would be two whole and per- 

- | * fe& Cauſes of the ſame Kind, to one 

» Effect, which is a Contradiction: For 

= * then one would be wholly the Cauſe, 

and yet not wholly the Cauſe, be- 

t, f © cauſe there is another, that is as 

„ | * wholly the Cauſe as itſelf, * Where- 

t | fore there can be but One Firſt Cauſe 

e | of all Things, inveſted with an Infinite 
Creating Power; and ſo there can be 

It but One GoD. - ; 5 

a- And this neceſſiry Truth 1s plainly 

and frequently inculcated in the Holy 

le Bible. That is an expreſs and diſtinct 1 

t) | Proof thereof, Deut. 4. 39. Know there- 1 

d- | fore this Day, and con ſider in thine Heart, 4 

e- | that the LokD be is God in Heaven above, f 

De | and upon Earth beneath There is none [ 

>: | elſe, And ſo is Deut. 6. 4. Hear, O Iſrael, x 

ly | the LokD our God is one LORD. And b 

ne | Ifa.44.6. Thus ſaith the Lokv the King | 

vo | of Iſrael, and his Redeemer: the LORD of | | 

lt | Hoſts: I am the Firfl, and I am the Laſt, 


and 


The Scripture DOCT-RINE of the 
and beſides Me there is no God. Again 
Iſa. 45. 5. I am the Lok D, and there is 
none elſe, there is no God befides Me. And 
v. 22. Look unto Me, and be ye ſaved all 
the Ends of the Earth. for Fam God, and 
there is none elſe. Thus the Lord Him- 
ſelf hath declar'd, and the Holy Scrip- 
tures expreſly affirm, that there is but 
one Go, the Great 7ehovab, the Holy 
One. that Inbabiteth Eternity. Iſa. 57. 15. 
Thus, what the O14 Teſtament aſſerts, 
the New Teſtament confirms. The Lord 
Jeſus ſays, St. Matt. 19. 17. There is 
none Goo but One, that is God. And St. 
| Mark 12. 29. The firſt of all the Com- 
mandments is, Hear, O Iſrael, the Lord our 
God is one Lord. St. Paul declares, 1 Cor. 
8. 4 That there is no other God but One. 
The Living and True God, 1 Thef, 1. 9. 
We conclude then, from Reaſon 105 
5 Scripture, that their 1 is but One Gop. 
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bs * N 4 HE Great Febavab, who In- | 
. EY R 1 habiteth Eternity b, 1s a Spi- 
WE Frits, a Neceſſarily Exiſtent | 
FR nid Independent Being ©, d, E- 
Uh — ternal e, Infinite ?, Omni- 
1 biene Omniporent\, Immutable, Faith. 


ful 
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ful to His Promiſe , indu'd with Free- 
dom of Will.! , Abſolutely Holy = 


„Good , 
Juſt o, and Merciful v, who did create A 
does preſerve, „ and govern the World, 


and is a, Rewarder of thoſe who deli- 


gently ſeek Him. 
Chap. 1. p. 1. Ge. b If. 57. 15. e St. 


John 4. 24. 4 Exod. 3. 14. and 6. 3. and 


Rev. 1. 8. © Pſalm. 9o. 2. Fer. 23. 23, 24. 


13. ele 115. 3. St. James 1. 
* 3 The: 1. 20. Fpb, * A St. Pet. 
8 46, " Pſalm 145. 9. Deut. 7. 9, 10. 


5 Pſalm 103, 8. 19. Gen. 1. 1. Ads 17. 28. 
*I Chron. c. 29. v. 10, 11, 12. Heb. 11. 6. 


CC TL TEES 
CHAP V. 


7 e Word (Go). in the Holy 
N 


D Bible 1s often to be underſtood 


5 — Ablolutely „without ſpecify- 


ing particularly any one of the 


Three in the Adorable Trinity, vi. 


Gen. 6. 4. and 20. 11. and 21. 33. and 


39,9. and 42. 28. and 43. 29. and 45. 8. 
and 48. 21. Exod. 1. 20. and 18, 19. Lev. 
12. Numb, 10, 10. and 
23. 19. Dent. 4. 39, and 33. 27. Foſh. 9. 
Fudg. 18. 5. Ruth 1. 16. 
I Sam. 6. 5. and 17. 46. 2 Sam. 7. 22. and 
12. 22. I Kings 18, 19. 2 Kings 19. 15. 


11. 45. and 26. 


24. 77. 


1 Chron, 13. 12. and bo 2. 2 Chron. 20. 6, 


2 3 


The Scripture DOCTRINE of the 
1 29. Ez. 1. 3. and 9. 6. Neh. 9. Fin 
if 5 1. 1, 8. and 2, 10. and 4. 17. and 5. 8, 
1 and 15. 4. and 19. 25. and 22. * 
and 37. 22. Pſalm 3. 2. and 4. 1. and 5. 2, 
4. and 7. 9, 10, 11. and 19. 4. and 14. 1. 
and 19. 1. and 33. 12. and 36. 1. and 42. 
3. and 48. 14. and 50. 7. and 51. 17. and 
$3. 1, 2, and 55. 10, 11. and 88. 8, 20. 
and 78. 22. and 90. 2. and 95. 3. and 100. 
3. and 115. 2. and 118. 27. and 144. 15. 
and 146. 5. Prov. 2.5. and 3, 4. and 25. 
2. Eccleſ. 5. 2, 4, 6, 7. and 8. 2. Iſaiah 12. 
2. and 46. 9. Jer. 7. 23. and 11. 4. Ezek. 
28. 2. and 36. 28. Dan. 3. 17. and 6. 10. 
Hoſea 4. 1. and 11. 9. Joel 2. 13. Amos 
0 e Hicab. 6. 8. and 7. 7, 10, 18. Na- 
il bum 1,2. Habak. 1. 12. Zepb. 2. 9. Mal. 
hk -: + Jo: Be. Bhs Matt. 4. 4, 7. and 15. 31. 
i and 19. 17. and 22. 37. and 26. 63. 
hp St. Mark 2. 7. and 10. 18. I Like 1. 6, 
457. 64, 68. and 4. 4, 8, 12. and 7. 30. and 
5 11. 42. and 18. 2. 11, 13, 19. and 19. 25. 

St. Fobn 3. 2. and 8, 54. and 10. 33. Acts 
nn J. 39. and 6. 11. and 7. 9. and 10. 2, 3, 4. 
Jan's Rom. I. 19. and I 18. 19. 1 Cor. 8. 4.and | 
= and 14. 25. 1 Thefſ. 1. 9. Heb. 8. 10. and | 
0 11-4, J, 6, 7. 16, Re 19. St. Fames 2. | 
mln 29. and 4. 4,5. 7, 8. 1 St. Pet. 2. 10, 17. 
. Rev. bg.” 10. and 22. 9. 
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LOSE ALE ES ES NNE OI DOD BLINDS 
There are Myſteries in the Chriſtian 
Religion. 


SY Myſteries I mean Divine 

Truths, revealed to us in 
Part: Or, Sacred Truths 
f plainly revealed to us in the 


mons; the Reallity and Exiſtence of 


which, and the Relation they have to 
us, we are to believe upon the Teſti- 


mony of God: Tho' what, and how, 
they are in themſelves, we can neither 


expreſs nor comprehend ; becauſe we 


are ſtill in this imperfe& State, wholly 


E ignorant of the Evident Manner, Real 


Property, Internal Eſſence, and Sublime 


Nature of thoſe heavenly Things, which 
are yet only in Part, diſcover'd to us 


in the Word of Gop. Indeed, if there 
were not a Determinate Senſe for the 


Words, wherein any Doctrines are re- 
veal'd, we could not believe them; and 
if the Nature and Eſſence of them 
could be fully comprehended by us, 


then they would not be Myſteries. 


| Burt St. Paul ſays, there are Myſteries in 
I Chriſtianity, 1 Cor. 13. 2. and 15. 51. 
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1 Tim. 3. 16. &c. The Reſurrection of 
2 Hodien is a Myſtery. 1 Cor. 15. 51, 

Concerning which St. Fohn ſays, 
I | Joby 2 3. 2. It dath not yet appear what 
we ſhall be, but we know that when He 


(Ci. e. Chriſt) ſhall appear, me ſhall he like 
Him. Now this is a Truth relating to 


another Life, which, we ought to be- 


heve, becauſe reveal'd to us from Hea- 


ven. But then it is moſt certain, that 


altho' we now believe that we ſhall 
then be like Chriſt, yet we now know | 
nothing, of the Manner of it, and where- | 

| In that Likeneſs will conſiſt. We may 
be poſitive that a Thing does exiſt, 
when at the ſame Time we know no- 
thing of the Nature of it. 


And it ſeems very ſtrange to me, chat 


any ſhould. affirm, that there are no 
Myſteries, in our Holy Religion, ſince, 
1 think, *tis certain that there is no- 


thing in this, or the other World. but 
what is Myſterious, 


The Eſſence and Subſtance, even of 


the ſmalleſt Pile of * Graſs, is hidden 


from us in impenetrable Obſcurity. 
And there is not an Animal o con- 


and Body are united together: But, me- 


thinks, no Mortal can tell, how the 
Soul 1s united to, and. how it Face by, 
and ugon: the Body. OS 
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temptible, that does not confound the ; 
greateſt Philoſopher. In Man, the Soul 
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We ſteadfaſtly believe. that there is: a 
God, and we have demonſtrated bis 


| Exiſtence, * but no Man can find out * Chap, 1. 
the Almighty to Perfection: + For the ? 
Nature and Attributes, of Him who „ 


made us, are incomprehenſible. 


The Incarnation of the Son of GoDp, 


is a ſurpriſing Myſtery. St. Paul ſays, 


I Tim. 3, 16. Without Controverſy great 1s 
t be Myſtery of Godlineſs, God was manir 
feſt in the Fleſh, &c. 


Certainly the 
Doctrine of God and Man being uni- 
ted together in one Perſon. in Chriſ} Je- 


ſus, is one of the greateſt e in 
1 the Chriſtian Religion. 


And there are ſeveral other Myſte- 


lies in the Holy Scriptures. I ſhall here 
only mention one more, namely, the 
; Sacred and Adorable Taixrr. . 
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CHAP. VII. 


HE Scripture Dodrine of 
2 8 the Sacred and Undivided 
DH TRINITY. And it is re- 

— vealed to us in the Sacred 

Oracles. That as there is 

but one Gop; ſo there is a TRINTTT. 


namely, Father, Son, and Holy Ghoſt; 


that theſe Three, Father, 7 Ig 0d 
Holy e are not Oy three Names 


r 


— 


+ Fob 11. 


r =p 
OE Port vr oe A ‚————«ð 


of 


The Scripture DOCTRINE of the 
of the One only and Ever-Living God; 
but that they are ſo far diſtinguiſh'd, 28 
to have diſtin& Relations, Properties, 
and Offices: That the Father is Goo, 
the Son is Gop, and the Holy Ghoſt is | 
Go: And yet that the Father, Son, | 
and Holy Ghoft, are not ſo divided as 
to be Three ſeveral Diſtint Gops: And 
conſequently, That the Father, Son, and 
Holy Ghoſt, are the One Gop of Chri- 

8 Habs. And: 

IJ. I have already Demonſtrated, By 


if *® Chap. 1. That there is a God, and but One Gop, 


and 3. p. 


re. Whoſe Infinite perfections command our 
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__ 28. 3. higheſt Admiration, and moſt ſolemn A- 
doration and Worſhip: His Supreme Au- 
thority demands our conſtant Obedience: 
The Senſe of his Omnipotence and Om- 
niſcience, forces us to ſtand in Awe of 
Him : His Unity requires that we ſhou'd 
Honour and Revere none but the One 
Only, True and Ever-Living God: His 
Power and Juſtice demand our Fear: 
His Mercy encourages our Hope: His 
Goodneſs Neceſſarily requires our Love, 
Gratitude, and Thankfulneſs; and the 
Conſciouſneſs of our Continual Depen- 
dance upon Him, ſhould oblige us Fre- 
quently to pray to Him, for every Thing 
which we ſtand in Need of. 3 
Having then already made it mani- 
Feſt, That there is but One Gob who 
1s to be Loved, Obey'd and Adored Ly 
0 
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us: I proceed to prove from the Inſpir'd 
| Scriptures, 


That in the Unity of the Deity, : 
there is a Trinity : And in Confirmation 


of this Truth, I ſhall ſelect ſome of the 


many Paſſiges in the Word of Gop, 


where Father, Son, and Holy Ghoſt, are 
J mention 'd together. 


And, altho conceive that the Doc- 
TRINE of the TRINIT was not ſo ful- 


ly Revealed in the Old Teſtament, as to 
become 2 Neceſſary Article of Faith to 
the Jews; yet, methinks, there are ſome 
| Intimations therein of this Myſtery, and 
ſuch as would not have been given, had 
not the TriNtTy been a Sacred Truth, 
' farther to be Reveal'd under the Goſp el. | 


And that Divine Conſultation, "eg us 


z make Man in our Image, Gen. 1. 26. has 


been generally thousut, to imply a 


TRINITY. 


And fo do thoſe Words of the Pro- 
phet Haggai, Chap. 2 . 5, 7. According to 


the Word, that I G0 the Father] Co- 
venanted with you, when ye came out of 
Egypt, ſo my Spirit, [Gop the Holy 
Ghoſt] remaineth among ou Fear ye not. 
Ad] will ſhake all Nations; and 
| the Defire of all Nations [i. e. Chriſt Je- 

ſus ] ſpall come, and I will fill this Houſe 

| with Glory, ſaith the LORD of Hoſts. 


And I am apt to believe, that one may 


Collect from the Evangelical Prophet, 


* not 


30 The Scripture DOCTRINE of the 

not only the Unity of the Deity, but 

alſo the TRTNIT V; and the joint Wor- 

ſhip of the Father, Son, and Holy Spi- 

rit: Particularly from Iſaiab, Chap. 6. 
ver. 1, — 11. compar d with c. 45. v. 5. 
c. 63. v. 9, 10. and with St. John, c. 112 

V. 40, 41. and Ads, C. 28. V. 255 26. | N 

I ſnaiab the Prophet ſays, c. 6. v. 1. I 

ſaw — the Lord fitting upon a Throne, 

High and lifted up, and His Train filled 

the Temple. v 2, And above it flood the 

: Seraphims. V. 3, And one cried unto ano- 

ther, and ſaid, Holy, Holy, Holy is the 
LoRD of Hoſts, the whole Earth is full of | 
lis Glory. v. 5, Then ſaid I, wo is me, | 
Por I am undone, becauſe J am a Man of } 
 wunclean Lips, and I dwell in the midſt of a 
People of unclean Lips : For mine Eyes | 
hae ſeen the King, the LORD of Hoſts. | 
v. 8, Alſo I heard the Voice of the LoR D, 
ſaying, Whom (hall T ſend, and who will | 
go for US? Then ſaid I, bere I am, | 
ſend me. v. 9, And he ſaid, Go and tell | 
this People, Hear ye indeed, but Underſtand | 
not; and ſee ye indeed, but perceive not. 
v. 10, Make the Heart of this People fat, | 
and make their Ear heauy, and ſbut their | 
Eyes leſt they ſee with their Eyes, and 
bear with their Ears, and underſtand with 
Their Heart, and Convert, and be Healed. t 
pram 86. The Lok, who is God alone, ſaith, | 1 
10. 888 v. 8.3 Whom all 1 fend. 5 Here the Par- ; | 
ticle I does plainly expreſs Unity, and | t 
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— 


am the Lok, and there is mo God 
beſides me. . 5 
And when the God of Truth adds 


in the Plural Number, (v. 8. Who will 


go for US? The Pronoun US, according 


to the genuine {mport of the Word, ma- 


nifeſtly denotes a Plurality ; and it is 
very Probable, that the Sacred TRINI- 


TY is thereby intimated; for, as it is 
True in the Theory, ſo in Fact, it is 


Revealed by Iſaiah, c. 63. v. 9, 10. Where 
he ſays, In all their Afflictions, He [i. e. 
| Gop the Father] was afflided, and the 
| Angel of his Preſence Ci. e. Gop the Son] 
| Saved them : But they Rebelled, and vexed 
| his Holy Spirit, | i. e. Gop the Holy 
| Ghoſt. ] Moreover, as the Father is Je- 


bovah, the Neceſſarily Exifting Gov : 


So the Eternal Son of God is Febovah. 
For that which the Prophet ſaw in this 
| Viſion, was the Lord, v. 1. (i. e.) the 
| Glory of the Lord, of Fehovah Tzebaoth, 
the LokD of Hoſts. (v. 3.) Now the in- 
ſpir'd Apoſtle does aſſure us, That it 
was the Glory of the Divine Logos, 
| which Iſaiah ſaw: For, after St. John 
had quoted the 1oth Verſe of this Cap- 
I ter, St. Jobn 12. 39, 40. He adds, v. 41. 
| Theſe Things, ſuid Waias, when he ſaw 
His Glory, and ſpake of Him, that is, of 
the Lord Jeſus. This was the Glory 


which 


Sabred and Adorable TRINITY. 31 
the Unity of the Deity is a Sacred 
Truth exprefly deliver'd, Iſa.45. 5. 1 
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St. John 
17. 5. 


+ Dor 
: Clark's 

Scrip, Dock. 
Ne. 597. 

Lowth on 
3 f Ifa. 6. 1. 


(s. 9.) For thus ſays the Holy Apoſtle E 
to the Jews, Ads :8. 25, 26, 27. Well 
ſpa te the Holy Ghoſt by 11 alas the Prophet, 1 

1160 iab 6. unto our Fathers, 1 Il Go unto this 
People, and ſay. Hearing ye ſhall hear, and 


95 10. 


The Scripture DOCTRINE of be 


which Chriſt Jeſus had with the Father 
before the World was.“ Wherefore | 
conclude, That the Bleſſed Jeſus was 


the Lord whom Iſaiah ſaw, and the 
 Fehovab whom the Seraphims adord. | 
It was the general Opinion of the An- 


tient Fathers, and the Learned Divines 
of later Ages, + That all the Divine Ap- 
pearances recorded in the Old Teſtament, 
were made by the Divine Logos, repre- 


ſenting and perſonating Gop the Father. 
It was therefore the Adorable Jeſus, | 
whom I/aiab ſaw, and calls, Lord, and | 
LokD of Hoſts. The Son of God is | 
therefore LoRD and Fehovah. Accor- | 
dingly as the Father the Fehovab, the Þ 
Lo Rp, the Go of Iſrael, is called Gop | 
_ Gods, and LORD of Lords, Deut. 10. 
So the Lamb, [I. e.] the Bleſſed Je- 
fu is call'd Lokp Li Lords, and KINO 
of Kings, Rev 17 14. ©: | 
And as the 800 is Febovah « So the | 
Holy Ghoſt is Febovah : For we are In- 
- fallibly aſſur'd, that the Holy Ghoſt Þ 
ſpake thoſe Words which the Lord com- F 


manded Iſaiah to ſpeak to the People. 


not underſtand, &c. But it was the Lord, 


Ce. I) Who 18 the King, the LORD of 5 


Hoſts. 
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Sacred and Adorable 'FRINITY. 33 
Hoſts, Fehovah Tzebaoth, (v. 5.) who 
ſpake to Iſaiah ; and therefore, accord- 
ing to St. Paul, the Holy Ghoſt is Feho- 
vab, not only Lord, but Fehovah Te- 
baoth, a4 of Hoſts. 

* Now altho' theſe Titles of the Divine : 
Being, namely, Adonai, Lord, and Elo- 
bim, GoD, are ſometimes given, in the 

| Sacred Scriptures, to thoſe that are not 

Gods by Nature. Yet the Name Feho- 

| wah is never, in the Divine Oracles, cer- 

| tainly given to any one, that is not Tru- 

ly and Eſlentially God. Since then the 

| Name Jehovah is given to the Uncreated 

- | Son, and Uncreated Spirit, I believe, 

| that as the Son, and Holy Ghoſt do 

> | partake of the Incommunicable Name 

of Gop, ſo they do partake of the 

- # fſaiwe Divine Nature and Eſſence with 

3 | God the Father. And thus we may 

learn from the Prophet Iſaiah, not 

2 | only the Unity of the Deity, but al- 

- | fo a Trinity in that Unity. That the 

th Father is Fehovah, the Son is Fehovabh, 

- F and the Holy Ghoſt is Jehouah; 4 

yet that they are not three diſtin& 7 Je- 

e | hovab's, or Gods, but only One God, 1 

i} or Lorp: For it is expreſly declar' d we 

t, that there is no God, beſides the Lord ö 

is | Jebovah, Iſa. 45. 5. 
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4 And it is to be obſerv'd, that the Se- 
d * phims adore and worſhip this Tri-une 
of | | D Fehovak, 
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The Seripture DOCTRINE of the 


Jehovab, ſaying, (v. 3.) Hoh, Hoh, Ho- 


* is the LORD of Hoſts, _ 1 
And it is Remarkable, that the Epi- ö 
thet Hoh, is here three Times aſcrib'd 


to the Thrice Bleſſed Three in One. 


Comparing this Paſſage then with o- 


ther Texts of Scripture, what was be- 


fore offer'd only as Probable, may now 


be affirm'd with more Certainty that the 


Pronouns, I in the Singular, and US 


in the Plural Number, (v. 8.) have Re- 


| ſped to the Myſtery of the Ever-Blefſed 


TRINITY. 


But I proceed to ſhew, That the Tar- 


 NITY 1s a Doctrine manifeſtiy Revealed 


| 1 pen, 
| Clark's 
Scrip. Dod. 


= P-159:&e. 


in the New Teſtament. 


And this Truth is certainly taught 


in that Commiſſion given by Chriſt to 
his Apoſtles, St. Mat. 28. 19. Go ye there- 
e fore, and teach all Nations, Baptizing them 
in the Name of the Father, and of the Son, 


and of the Hey Ghoſt. And in many 0- 


ther Places in the New Teſtament, where 


it is faid, St. 7% n 14. 16. And I will 


pray the Father, (ſays Chrilt) and he ſhall 


- give you the Spirit of Truth, Ch. 15. 26. I, 


(fa ys the Lord Jeſus) will ſend unto yo, | 
from the 3 the Spirit of Truth. Acts 
"25 223; Iq- Feſus being, by the Right ; 


Hand of God exalted, and having receiv'd 


of the Father, the Promiſe of the Holy 


Ghoſt. Rom. I. 1, 2, 3. The Goſpel of God, 
concerning his Son J us wk our Lord, 


declar d 


My AS 
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Sacred and Adorable TRINITY. 


declar'd to be the Son of God with Power, 


according to the Spirit of Holineſs, ” the 
Refi urreFion from the Dead. 

Ch. 15. v. 10. Now I beſeech you, Bre- 
thren, for the Lord Feſus Chriſt's Sake, and 
for the Love of the Spirit, that ye firive 
together with me in your Prayers to God 


for me. 


1 Cor. 12. 4, 5, 6. Now. there are Di- 


verſities of Gifts, but the ſame Spirit: 


And there are Differences of Adminiſtra- 
tions, but the ſame LORD; 


Diverſities of Operations, but it is the ſame 
God, which worketh all in all. 


2 Cor. 13. 14. The Grace of our Lord 
| Feſus Chriſt, and the Love of God, and 
| the Communion of the Holy Ghoſt, be with 


| you all. 


Amen. 


Gal. 4. 6. God hath ſent forth the Sir it 


of his Son into your Hearts. 
| Eph. ch. 10. 17. That the God of our 
| Lord Feſus Chrift, the Father of Glory, may 
dive unto you the Spirir ef Wiſdom and 
Revelation. 
And ch 2. v. 18. For throuph bin, (i. e. 
| Chriſt Jeſus) we both have an Acceſs by 
| OC Spirit, unto the Father, | 
And ch. 4. v. 4,5, 6. There is One Body, 
and One Spirit, even as ye are called in 
One Hope of your Calling. 
Faith, One Baptiſm. One God and Father. 
| of all, who is abcve all, and A? all, 
| and in you all, 


and there are 


One Lord, One 


— 
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36 The Scripture DOCTRINE of the 
b Tit, 3. 44.55 K. But after that the Lind. "_ 
neſs and Love of God our Saviour toward 
Man, appear'd not by Werks of Righteouſ- 
neſs which we have done, but according to 
bis Mercy, he ſaved us by thewaſhing of Re- 
generation, and renewing of the Holy Ghoſt, | 
which be ſbed on us abundantly, Through 
7 Chriſt our Saviour. | 
Heb. 9. 14. How much more ſhall the 
Blood of Chriſt, who through the Eternal 
Spirit offered Himſelf without Spot to God, | 
purge your Conſcience from dead Works to | 
ſerve the Living God, 
1 Ep. St. M. c. 1. v. Ele according | 
to the Fore-knowledge of God the Father, 
_ through Sanctiſication of the Spirit unto O- 
bedience, and ORC of” the Blood of | 
8 Jeſus Chriſt. * 
f $ BD fs John c. 5 v. 7. For there are | 
| Tus n that bear Rare in Heaven, the 
Father, the Word, and the Holy Ghoſt, ö and | 
theſe THREE are ONE. © 1 
Theſe Texts are ſufficient to ſhew, that i 
| the Trinity is a Doctrine revealed, by |: 
M Chriſt and his Apoſtles: And the Num- | 
: ber there is fix 1 and determin' d. Tam y 
now to make it appear, 3 
III. That theſe Three, Father, Son. * 
and Holy Ghoſt, are not only Three 2 
Names of the One only and Ever-livingg 
God; but truly that they differ in Or-| 
der, and they have diſtinct Relations, 
Properties Offices, and Operations: A Jo $ 
| not 


- _ wW 


Sacred and Adorable TRINITY, 


not approve of any of the Similitudes 


that have at any Time been made uſe of 
to illuſtrate this Ineffable Myſtery; for 


molt affuredly they. come Infinitely ſhort 


of giving us a Juſt and Alequare Idea 


of the ſame. 


Nor have Mortals yet found out ſuch 


proper Terms as do fully and clearly 


_ expreſs the Myſterious Diſtin@ion that 


is in the Adorable TRINIT V. But, how- 


ever, theſe Three are really diſtinct, tho” 


not Efentially divided. 
The Divine Nature and Ende is nei- 


ther divided nor diſtinguiſh'd: But the 
Father, Son, and Holy Ghoſt are diſtin- 
3 guiſh'd. by their Names. their Order, 
different Relations, incommunicable Pro- 


perties, and diſtinct Offices and Opera- 


tions. 
17. And Fe ſiis, 
went up ſtraightway out of the Water : 


Thus it is written, Mat. 3. 16, 
when he was Baptiz'd, 


And lo, the Heavens were open d unto Him, 


and He ſaw the Spirit of God deſcending 
| like a Dove, and lighting upon him. And 
Iso, aVoice from Heaven, ſaying, This is 
my Beloved Son, in whom I am well pleas'd. 


And here we evidently find a three- 


fold Diſtinction between Chriſt who was 
| Baptiz'd, the Spirit of God who Deſcen- 


ded, and the Father from whom the 


: Voice came, ſaying, This is my beloved 


Don, in whom T am well pleas 4. 


. 


An 
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The Scripture Doc TRINE of the 


And the ſame three-fold Diftinaion 


is obſervable in the many other Texts 
before quoted. | 
And indeed theſe Three are diſtin- Þ 

guiſh'd by their Names ſo often ſpeci- 


7 ſftinguiſh'd by their Order The Father, | 
the Fountain of the TRINIT Y: The Son W 


proceeding from the Father by Way of Ge- 


fy'd. St. Mar. 28. 19. And they are di- 


neration: And the Holy Ghoſt ora I 
from the Father by the Son, and by WAY . 


of Proceſſion. Now altho' the Son, 


God, is equal to the Father as God: | 


Defenſe F. 


M. Sect. 4 


ved of that Pre-eminence, by ch 5 
© he hath His Divinity of Himſelf, that| 
is, from no other; hut alſo that we|- 
| muſt needs make two Gods; but now}. 

GE OE | | | * on. 


. 'the Father, as Father, is greater] 
than the Son as Son. St. Jobn 14. 28. 
Becauſe the Divine Nature, Attributes, 
and Authority, which argue the Son to] 
be God, were communicated to him 

from the Father, tho', from all Eternity“ 

the Son being only God of God, For“ 
the like Reaſon the Father is as ſuch, 
Greater than the Holy Ghoſt, who pro- 

* ceeded from him, Says Biſhop Bull [8 
according to the Opinion of the Anti-“ 
* ents, to which alſo common Senſe a- 
greeth; ; if there were in the Divinity, 
Two Unbegotten, or Two Indepen-| 


MEE ERS oc Ol IEC: to 


6 
dent Principles, it would follow, net 
© only that the Father would be dep ri 
C 
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on the contrary, if we allow that Sub- 

s | © ordination, by which the Father alone 
| © is God of Himſelf, and the Son 1s 
- | © God from God the Father : then thoſe 
Doctors thought, that both the Pre- 
. © eminence of the Father, and the Di- 
„ vine Monarchy would be ſafely pla- 
n © ced. 

..| Again, theſe Theee are diſtinguiſt d 
21 by their different Relations, namely, 
yh of Father, Son, and Holy Ghoſt, and 
as by incommunicable Properties. The Firſt 
1:] is the Father of our Lord Jeſus Chriſt; 
er] The Second is his only begotten Son, 
8. ] St. Fobn 3. 16. and the Third proceeded 
| from the Father, St. John 15. 26. The 
to] incommunicable Property of the Father 
im] is to be unbegotten: The incommuni- 
ty cable Property of the Son is to be be- 
or] gotten : And the incommunicable Pro- 
ch.] perty of the Holy Ghoſt is to proceed 
o. from the Father; which makes a con- 
1 {derable Diſtin&ion betwixt theſe Three, 
iti“ and ſo does, Laſtly, Their diſtin Of- 
a-| fices and Operations. 
ty, Our Election is aſcrib'd to Gop the 
en- Father. 1 Ep. St. Pet. c. 1. v. 2. Eph. 1. 3, 
not! 4. Our Redemption to the Son. Col. i. 
br.“ 14. Heb. 9. 12. and our Sanctification to 
ich! the Holy Ghoſt. Rom. 15. 16. 1 Cor. 6. 
hath: 11. Tit. 3 And ſuch Things are ſaid 
wels of the "mg and of the Spirit of God, 
owl. and of Chriſt. Rom. 8. 9. Gal. 4+ 6.48 can- 
on 3&4. not 
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not be ſaid of the Father. Of the Son, ö | 
That he was ſent by the Father, St. | 
Matt. 10. 40. and executed his Com- 
mands, St. Fobn 12. 49, 50. Of the Spirit | 
of the Father and the Son, (whom Chriſt 5 
calls another Comforter, St. Fohn 14. 
16.) That he was ſent by the Father, St. | 
Fobn 14. 26. and by the Son, St. Fobn 15, 
26. Now, the Son cannot be the ſame $ 
with the Father that ſent him, nor the 
Holy Spirit the ſame with God the 
Father, and the Holy FJeſus, who | 


ſent him. Whence it evidently follows, 


that there is a manifeſt Diſtinction be⸗ 4 
twixt theſe Three. Re, I 
And many more Places in the New A 
| Teſtament, might be produc'd in Con- 
füirwmation of this, and the former Point. 
But ] ſhall only add thoſe Words of Fe- | 
ſus, St. Fobn 20, 21, 22, 23. As my Fa- 
ther hath ſent me, even 2 ſend you. And | 
when he had ſaid this, he ther on them, | 
and faith unto them, receive ye the Holy . 
Ghoſt. Whoſoever Sins ye remit, they are 
remitted 25 them; and whoſoever Sins 2 
5 45 retain, they are retain d. z 
This Paſfage, and thoſe Texts and Ar- FF 
guments, before offer'd, undoubtedly de- 
monſtrate a Diſtinction i in the Adorable | 
 FriNITY, but do not diſcover how | 


r it is; wherefore we cannot tell 
ow great this Diſtinction is; we have 


no adequate tdeas of it, no Terms of : 


Art, 


ls 
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Sacred and Adorable TRINITY. 41 
A | Art, which can exactly expreſs it, but 
t. 1 haſten to prove, „„ 
VIV. That the Father is God, the Son is 

t | God, and the Holy Ghoſt is Gd. 

tf There is certainly but one God: Yet 
there are in the Godhead, Deity, Divine 

| Nature or Effence (I uſe theſe Words as 

„ | ſynommous) theſe Three, Father, Son, 

e] and Holy Ghoſt, every one of which is 

e | God. The Father is God: The Son aHo is 

G 

0 


God, but not another God, diſtinct in- : 
| deed from the Father as Son, but not 2 
, | ſeparated from the Divine Nature as 
- | God; and the Holy Ghoſt is God, but ; 


not another God, diſtin& truly from the : 

y | Father and the Son as Holy Ghoſt, but 

- | one and the ſame with them as Gd. 

| and as to Identity of Eſſence. So that 

- | when we affirm of every one of theſe | 

- | Three in the Sacred TkiniTy, that he : 

4 is truly and effentially God, indu'd 

„ with all poſſible eſſential Perfections; 

„it is from one, and the ſame Infinite and 

2 F Individual, Undivided, and Numefical 

s | Nature and Effence, which is common — 

to them all, that they are fo q 

- | And the Truth and Certainty of the : 
Point under Conſideration, may be made j 
apparent from thoſe remarkable Words g 
of our Saviour, St. Matt. 28. 19. G0 f 


pe therefore, and Diſciple all Nations, bap- 1 
ti ing them in the Name of the Father, and * : 
| of the Son, and of the Holy Ghoſt. Now 
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Baptiſm 1s that Sacrament of Initiation, 
by "which, we are manifeſtly admitted 
into the Church of Chriſt; and the Co- 
venant of Grace: That Grdinance, by 
Which, we engage to believe, and truſt 1 
in God; vow Obedience and Submiſſion 


to him; and dedicate ourſelves to his 
Service and Worſhip. 


1 Comment. 


Dr. Clarke declares, that the Apoſtles 1 


Creed, is a profeſs'd Paraphraſe upon 


this Text, Here then thus much will 


be ee that to be baptiz'd in this | 
"Poem, 1s to be baptiz'd into the Pro- 


feſſion of our Belief, in God the Father | 

Almighty, Maker of all Things, Heb. F 
11. 6. Rom. 1.20, &c. and in Jeſus Chriſt, | 
his only Son our Lord, and Bleſſed Re- 
deemer, St. John C. 3. v. 16,17, 18, And, 

in the Holy Ghoſt, the Inſpirer of the 
Prophets and Apoſtles, and the Sandi- 


her of all Hearts. _ Theſſ. 2, 13. Tit. 3 


„ 


And we are to live i in Obediodioe to 


God the Father, St. Matt. 4. 10. Deut. 
13. 4. &c. and Chap. 28. And 


To God the Son. 8. John 14. 21. Heb. 
5. 9. And 


0 God the Holy Ghoſt, Aﬀs 7. 51. | 


Eph. my 


Heb. I, 6. Rev. 1. 4,3, 6. And 


od 3 are to pay religious wort 


to God the Father, St. 70hn 4. 23. 


To God the Son, St. Luke 44. 55. | 


5 1. 
: 1 
* 


— 


Sacred and Adorable TRINIT Y. 


14s Rom. 9. I, 
Since then the Son, and the Holy 


Ghoſt, are to be believ di in, obey'd, and 
worſhipp'd, as, well as the Father „it will 
follow, that they are not only diſtin. 
from the F ather, but each of them tru- 
ly and eſſentially God, as, well as the 
Father. 55 


And as the Son and Holy Ghoſt, 


being joyn'd with the Father in the 
| Form of Baptiſm, does argue that «ach 
of them is God: So does their being 
| joynd with the Father, in that final 
| Benediction of the Apoſtles, 2 Gore 13. 
ut. The Grace of our Lord Feſus Chriſt, 
| and the Love of God, and the Communion - * 
of the Holy Ghoſt, be with you all, Amen. 
Por the Bleſſed Feſus, and the Holy 
Ghoſt, being joyn'd with God the Fa- 
ther in ſo ſolemn a Benediction, is a 
good Argnment, that each of them is g 


really God. 


But more particularly. 


And the Father | is ſtyl'd by Jeſtis Chriſt 


himſelf, The only true God. St. John 17. 


Ii 3. 


Firſt of all, the Father is 8 
G 8 

5 ſaith, St. John 20. 17. Iaſtend 

uno my Father, and your Toney 3 and 
to my God, and your God. 


Secondly, The Lord Teſt is is truly 
$ God. * 


To God the Holy Ghoſt, 5 Cor. 19, 


44 The Scripture DOCTRINE of the 
The Deity, the everlaſting Majeſty 
and Kinzdom of the Som: of God, are 
acknowledged in theſe emphatical and 
very expreſſive Ferms of the Royal Pro- 
phet. Pſalm 45. 6. Thy Throne, O God, 


nal Son of God, 1s wok certain, becauſe 


Ep. to the Hebrews, where he declares, 


c. I. v. 8. But unto the Son be ſaith, Thy b 
Throne, O God, is for ever and ever. And] 
the Father and the Son have but one and 
the ſame Throne. Rev. 22. 1, 3. and Kings- | 


dom, Eph. 5. 5. And St. John does aſſure 


| Conments- God. 


p. 126. 
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* Hereſy of Sibelius: 5 


3s for Ever and Ever. And that this is | 
here ſaid of the Holy eſs, the eter- | 


theſe Words are expreſly apply'd to 
Chriſt Jeſus, by the inſpird Author of the | 


— — ws fm} — . 983 — — — prod At a 


us, c. I. v. 1. That in the Beginning was the | 
Word, and the Word was with God, and the | 
Word (the Logos, 1, e. Chriſt Jeſus) 70 


 rarymgo The Lars Dr. Clarke, ſays, of this | 
Lecter. Text; © There are only three poſſible 
I Interpretations. The firſt is; that the] 
F Word was that ſame Perſon, whom he | 

was with; and this is both a Contra- | 
, Alion in Terms, and alſo the antient 


D. clarkes Anſwer. By Perſon he means a 2 . 
| Secrip, Dodd. tins, intelligent Being. Now altho}' 
the Son, as Son, is diſtinct from the Fa- 
| P'!Y | 
| Dr. W. p. ther, as firſt in the Adorable TRINIT v; . 
| 358: yet he is not as God, another diſtin& in- 
telligent Bring, bur of the ſame undi-| 

| vided L 


7 0: 
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| Sacred and Adorable TRINITY. 45 
| vided Nature and Eſſence with the Fa- 
ther as God. And it is neither a Con- 


; | tradidtion, nor the Hereſie of Sabellius | 
' | (who allow'd no real Piſtindion be- þ 
, | tween Father, Son, and Holy Ghoſt) to 
J affirm, that the Divine Logos, as ſecond | 
* | in the Sacred TIN IT, was with the ; 
Father, the Firſt in the Adorable TRI- | 
e 

o NITY. Since they are manifeſtly di- b 
4 ſtinguiſn'd as Father and Son, which 55 54 ; 
has been already proved. F_ 
'F The Second is, That the Word was l 


4 |þ another Self-exiſtent, Underived, In- 
4 | © dependent Perſon, Co-ordinate to him, — — 
= ky wah whom he was. And this is the 
> | © Implety of Polytheiſm. 
Anſw. But we do not ſay, That the 
„„ Father, and Son, are two Co-ordinate, 
Diſtin&, Intelligent Beings; and there- 
fore we do not run into Pohrbeiſim. 
But you make the Son to be an Intelli- 
le gent Being, Diſtinct from, and Subordi- 
nate to the Father, and call him GOD. 
he] And altho' you do not own the Son to 
be Truly and Eſſentially God, yet you 
Worſhip him, and fo fall into Poly- 
 theiſm and Idolatry too. 
4. The Third is, That the Word is a 
Perſon —— Whoſe Name is call'd the 
. Word of God, Rev. 19. 13. The In- ' 
© terpreter and Meſſenger of the Father. __— 
God, by Communication of Divinity i 
di- from him, who is, of himſelf, Pods 5 2 
: * dert- 


45 The Scripture DOCTRINE of the 
© deriving from the Father, both his Be- 
ing itſelf, Incomprehenſible Power and | 
© Knowledge, and other Divine Attri- | 
< butes and Authority. | 
Anſw. This Interpretation 1 is not true: 
For the Word, as God, is not a Divine | | 
Being, Diſtin& from, and Inferior to God | | 
the Father: Which is what the Word, 
Perſon, as uſed by you, does ſuppoſe. | 
Nor is it juſt: For, by Communica- | | 
tion of Divinity, you do not mean the | | 
Communicating to the Son, the Divine | ; 
Nature with its Eſſential and Inherent | 
Attributes: Which, I ſuppoſe, to bean | ( 
Orthodox Notion. 11 
Wherefore, I think, that another, and 1 
2 better Interpretation may be given wy | 1 
this Paſſage, Viz. That the Word, as | 
Son of God, is diſtin& from the . 5 
otherwiſe he could not be his Son: But 
as God, is one with God the Father, by | 
| partaking of the ſame Divine Nature, | 
and Eſſential and Inſeparable Attributes | 
and Perfections; otherwiſe he could not | 
be Truly and Eſſentially God. And this | 
Word, as Son, did Eternally Exiſt with | 
God the Father, and was not the Father, 
but God the Son: The Word God, be- | 
ing here taken abſolutely, and equally | 
apply'd to the Father and to the Son: So | 
that this text does Prove, That the Soo |, 
is truly Gd. 


k_ 


2 


— 
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Sacred and Adorable TRINITY. 47 
And accordingly, St. Paul aſſures us, 
that in the Incarnation of Chriſt Jeſus, 
God was manifeſted in the Fleſh, 
And St. Thomas ſtiles our Saviour, Lord 
and God. St. Fohn 20. 28. O Kl. us x 0 
Oro us. with the Article prefix'd before, 
| | both Lord and God. 
In whom, ſays St. Paul, dwelleth all the + | 
| Fulneſs of the Godhead bedily, Cob 2:9. 
that is, really, And therefore St. Paul 
e | proclaims | it to all the World, That He 
> | 7s over all, God Bleſſed for ever. A- St. Hen. L. 3. 
t | men. Rom. 9. 5. Which is the ST ant B f 
Character of the True and Ever- W adv. Penh A 
| Living God, Rom. 1. 2, 5. And 5 cf. 5 
d] it's obfervable, That the Article 3 1 Tia, 1 a; I 
f | is uſed with Sus, Rom. 9. 5. p. 27. Ed. Amt. | 
s And he is declar' d to be, Lord of all, 
5 Ads 10. . 
t] And it would be tedious to collect all 
y | the Places in the New Teſtament, where 
e, | he 1s call'd our Lord; and Lord; as St. 
es | Matt. 22. 43, 44, 45. Nay, it is written, 
ot | St. Luke 1. 16, 17. And many of the C bil- 
is | dren ofalſrael ſpall he [John the Baptiſt] 
th} turn to the Lord their God. And he 12 £0 
r, | , before him [Chriſt Jeſus] : in the Spirit and 
e--I5 Power of Elias. 
ly | Certainly, Jobn Baptiſt was the Fore- 
So] runner of Chriſt; and Dr. Clarke F pro- N 
on | feſſes that theſe Words, The Lord their 9 RO 
God, are, in ſtriſtneſs of Conſtruction, 
nd, * immediately connected with the fol- 


3 lowing 


43 The Scripture DOCTRINE of the 

© lowing Word, HIM, which muſt ne- 
ceſſarily be underſtood of Chriſt. ” 

Here then the Title LoxD God is ap- 

ply'd to Chriſt Feſus. Now the Lord 

their God, or, the Lord God of Iſrael, is 

a peculiar Title of God the Father, v.68, Þ 

which being here given to the Son, ar- 

gues, not that the Son is the Father, but | 

that he is truly God, as well as the Fa- 

ther; and therefore call'd rhe Lord of 

Glory, 1 Cor. 2. 8. And, for this Reaſon, þ 

our Saviour, diſcourſing with the Fews, þ 

uſed this Form of Speech, Before Abru- | 

, bam was, I AM, St. 7ohn 8. 58. To 

V Publiſh to all the World, That the Fa-! 

ther and the Son were One in Eſſence: 

He, the Son, being as well as the Fa- 

ther, a Neceſſarily Exiſting Being, that! 

Divine Being that was revealed to Mo- p 

| ſes under that Name, Exod. 3. 14. IAM. , 

. In the Former Part of the Verſe, it is, IÞ f 

AM that I AM, ſays Bp. Patrick. That} f 

vide Bp. 18, ſaith Maimonides, He that Neceſſa- ;, 

3 2 n rily Exiſts: And we read, Ad, 7. 30, 31. 

32. And there appeared to him, Li. e, Moſes]| 

in the Wilderneſs of Mount Sinai, an An- 2 

gel of the Lord in a Flame of Fire in 4 | 

c 

} 
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Buſh. When Moſes ſaw it, he wondred a 

the Sight; and, as he drew near to behold 
FI the Voi ( of the Lord came unto him, . 
ſaying, I am the God of thy Fathers, the, 
God of Abraham, and the God of Iſaac}. 
and the God of Facob, Exo. 3. 2 6. 
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Sacred and Adorable TRINITY. 


the God of Abraham, and the God of Iſaac, 
and the God of Jacob. 


Abraham, 
Ii. e. Fehovah} and is fo ſtiled. Gen. ” 
7. 26, 24. and 28. 13. and in Exod. c. 3. 

v. 4, 7, 15, 18. and 23. 21. and many 5 

ther Places in the Old Teſtament. 


l |. 2. 6. 18. Fehovab : 


7 


ſaci] Heb. 1. 3. 


No wb 


49 
Now, by Angel of the Lord, cannot be 

meant God the Father : And Dr. Clarke 

ſays, * © It is the Unanimous Opinion of „ K. 


* all Antiquity, That this Angel who aid, 20g.“ 


lam the God of thy Fathers, was CHRIST. 
Now God the Son cannot be God the 
Father, but hence it appears, that God 
the Son, as well as God the Father, 


18 


Now it's manifeſt, That the God of 
Iſaac and Facob, is Lok, 


Now the Word Fehovab, the Incom- 


municable Name of God, does denote 
Neceſſary Exiſtence; and does ſignify, 
that he who is Febovab, is, by his Eſ- 

| ſence, in Himſelf, abſolutely a Per- 
fe, and Neceſſarily Sag Be- 


+ Reply to Dr. 


3 rad De- 

| ing. F 5 fence pag. 178, 

5 Chriſt Jeſus, who Was in the A „ | 
E - 5 con De- oþ 
Form of God, (i. e. was God] Phil. 1 


175 
and this does 1 


demonſtrate, that He is » Ay, 
is, He who is Being, Being irſelf, a 
eeſſarily Exiting Being. The Bright- 


bo 


For o think | 
neſs of his | Father's] Glory, and e 
the Cf jreſ Image of his Subſtance. || be tranſlat ed, as in 


O was, Conſubſtantial, 
and of the fame Subſtance with 
he Father. TY 


and our firſt Eng- 
| liſh Bibles, in Heb. 
11. 1. 


To 


St, jerom's Bible, |} 


50 


1 105. Mo- 
= adeſt Ples. 


p. 163, 
235˙ 


= Rev. 11. 


SCScaeriptute 
Doc. pag. 


The Seripture DOCTRINE of the 
To this, two Things are objected. 


1. That if the Son be of the Did Indi- Þ 
vidual Effence with the Father, then Heis 4 
the Father. i 
2. That when thi Gon lays, He is the 5 
God of Abraham, &c. He only Ferſonates z 


 * Deffor the Inviſible Father, * 
W Clarke's 


They Reply, I ſay, 


mighty Father. 


Anſw. This does not make the Son Li-| 
terally the Father; but argues, that fince Þ 
the Name Febovah j is apply'd to the Son, | 
therefore His Eſſence is Neceſſarily Ex-| 
iſting, as well as the Father's, and that] 
He is One Jehovab with Him, fince 7e- | 


hovah is but One, Deut. 6. 4 It is Ob- 


jected, 


ſonates the Inviſible Father. 


Anſw. We believe that nothing but | 
God can, after ſuch 2 Manner, Perſo- | 


nate God; and that if Chriſt had not 
been truly Jabovab, He would not have | 


call d himſelf God. 


It is urged, that even an Inferior 1 | 
gel i is introduced (peaking i in the Name L 


IS 


$M 1 


or Perton of God. 


Sant. That when the Son ſays, He | 
is the God of Abraham, &c. He only Per-“ 


Firſt, That if the Son be of the fame 3 
Individual Eſſence with the Father, then! 
Hle is Literally and Perſonally Jehovab $ 
* Himſelf, the very Perſon of the Al- 


ral Conſent of M. S. argues, that the 
Word Angel ought not to be inſerted in 


Sacred and Adorable TRINITY. 51 
An ſw. 1. The Caſes are not Parallel; 
for the Angel, Rev. ri. 1, 3. does not 


 fay, that he is the God of Abraham, and 
the God of Iſaac, and the God of Facob. 


2. Dr. Wells + obſerves, That the Gene- 5,0 be 


Place, 


that Text, and, conſequently, the Ar- 


gument drawn from it 1s utterly ſubver- 


ted. And Chriſt is rhe Son of the Living 
God, St. Fohn 6. 69. His only begotten 


Son, c. 3. v. 16. and this Proves, that 


He is truly God. This was the Opini- 
on of the Primitive Fathers; and Dr. | 
Vaterland has evidently prov'd it]. And | $4 | 


Defence, 


this was the Opinion of the ems. Where- p.163. 
fore, when our Saviour had acknowledg- 265, 166. 


ed Himſelf to be, The Chriſt, the Son of 


| God, being adjured by the Living God, 


| to tell whether he was ſo, or no; The 


High Prieſt, Scribes, and Elders, then 


aſſembled together, (the High Prieſt's 
| renting his Cloaths) condemn'd Him as 
Guilty of Blaſphemy, St. Matt. 26. 57, 
63, 64, 65, 66. This ſhews, that it was 


2 prevailing Notion amongſt the Jens, 


that to be by Nature the Son of God, 


Moreover, the Abſolute Eternity 


which is aſc:ib'd to our Mediator and 
Advocate, does evidently prove, that He 
is Really and Effentially God. 


DT OG. Dr. 
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„ bed, Dr. Clarke ſays, * When God the 
a © Father is deſcribed in the loftieſt Man- 
Yu pag. © ner, even in the Prophetick Style, Rev. 
J IS 8. He which is, and which was, and 
f which is to come; *tis evident, that 
theſe Words ſignifying his Self-Exi- 
ſtence, or Underived and Independent 
£ * Eternity, are uſed only as a F ounda- 
© tion of what follows. is 
The whole Verſe is, I am Alpha and 
Omeg a," .the- Beginning and the Ending, 
faith the Lord, which is, and which was, 
| = and which is to come, the Almi ghty. 
+ Sms. Dr. Vaterland ſays, T All => Anti- | 
q bo” ents, both before 47 after the Council _ 
| "De; Nice, underſtand this Text of the 
Son. 
And the Bleſſed 5 ſays, (Rev. 22. | 
13 ) I am Alpha and Omega, the Begin- | 
ning and the End, the Firſt and the Laſt. | 
| Now theſe are the very ſame Titles that | « 
are given to God the Father. Rev. 21. | « 
6. and Iſaiah 48. 12. Now, as theſe | 
Expreſlions do deſcribe the Neceſſary Fx- | « 
iſtepce, and Independent Eternity of the 
Father; ſo they do the ſame, when n 
ply'd to the Son. And, X 
Our Saviour's Omnipreſcnce i is taught i 6 
in theſe Words, Where two or three are | « 
 gather'd together in my Name, There amT | « 
in the me of them. St. Matt. 18. 20. 
And. | 6 


1 
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The Son of God is Omniſcient, and 
180 eth all Things. St. John 16. 30. 
For, to be Searcher of Hearts, is the Pe- 
culiar and Diſtinguiſhing Character * 

the True God. 1 Kings 8. 38, 39. Jer. 

17. 10. But, this Divine Perfection the 


Son of God claimed to Himſelf. And 


8 all the Churches ſhall know, that I am He 


which ſearcheth the Reins and Hearts. Rev. 


2. 18, 23. An Objection againſt this is 
taken from St. Mark 13. 32. But of that 


Day, and that Hour knoweth no man, no nor 
the Angels which are in Heaven, "neither 
the Son, but the Father, This is not to 
be underſtood of the Son as God, but E 


1133 ſed in Wiſdom as well as Stature. 74. 


Sr. Late 2. al, Says Dr. Whichy, f © Chriſt + onthe | 


| Place, 


© 1s here to be confider'd, as the Pro- 
* phet ſent into the World, to Reveal 


3 his Father's Will; and therefore, as 


delivering to the World, not what the 


53. 8 
* . \ : 
ED. 


| the Son of Man, St. Marr. 24. 37. * who » Coſi. 


3 


Logos knew or taught, but what the 
© Spirit of God Revealed to him. Dr, 
Vaterland tells us, || * That it was well | Som. 7. | 


obſerv'd by Athanaſius * that, after our & 0p 


that it might ſtill be conſider'd, that, 
if the Holy Ghoſt knew the Day, well 
* might God the Son allo know it ; and 
that therefore what is here ſaid of the 

| 5 3 g Son, 


Lord had mention d tlie Ane gels, he 3 
did not add, neither the Holy Ghoſt ; p. 


P- 496. 


Edit. Pars 
1627. 5 


The Seripture DOCTRINE of the 


« Son, relates to the Son of Man only. 
And, ; 
The Son of God is Omnipotent. Says | 
the Lord Jefus, St. Fohn 2. 19. Deſtroy | 
this Temple, and in three Days I will raiſe 


it up. This argues, that he was Al- 


mighty: And to give Being to that | 
which was Nothing before, is a ſurpri- 
zing Inſtance of Omnipotent Power, and | 
is one of the Eſſential perfections of 
God: And this Creative Power is afcri- | 
bed to the Son of God. All Things were | 
made by him, (the Efficient Cauſe) and | 
without him was not any Thing maae, | 
that was made, St. John 1. 3. For, by bim 
were all Things created, that are in Hea- | 
ven, and that are in Farth: All Things | 
were created by bim, and for him. Says the | 
Author of the Fpiſtle to the Hebrews, | 
Chap. 1. v. 10. And Thou, Lord, in the | 
Beginning, haſt laid the Foundation of the | 
Earth, and the Heavens are) the Works f 
 xhine Wands: PE. 
And our Saviour's Immutability is 
declared in theſe ſtrong Terms: Feſus | 
Chriſt the ſame Tefterday, and to Day, and 
for Ever, Heb. 13. 9. And it is Empha-Þ 
tically expreſſed, and in the like Man-] 
ner as the Royal P/almiſt deſcribes the | 
| Unchangeableneſs of God the Father. 
Pſal. 102. 12, 25, 26, 27. In Heb. c. 1. 
U. 10, 11, 12. Thon, Lord in the Begin- | |. 
ning, hoſt laid the Foundation wy the Earth; = 


and | 
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and the Heavens are the Works of thine 


| Hands, they ſhall periſh, but thou remanieſt: 


|| and they all ſhall wax Old, as doth a Gar- 


ment; and, as a Veſture, 


ſhalt thou fold 


| them wp, and they jhall be changed; but 


4 Remi ton of Sins, Acts 10. 43. 
St. John 13 


mandments of; God. 1 Thef. 4. 9. 


ligious Worſhip. 


1 thon art the Same, and thy Tears 2 not F. ail. 


And Chriſt Feſus | is Faithful and True, 


Kev. 3. 14. 


Wiſe and Knowing. Col. 2. 3. 
Holy and juſt, AG 3. 14. And 
Merciful, Heb. c. 2. v. 17. 


And Chriſt Feſus, the King of Kings, 


and Lord of Lords, Rev. 19. 16. = 
Forgave Sins Abſolutely, and by his * Dat ro; | 


| own Divine Authority, St. Mark 2. * . 


13. And, 
IWhoſvever helieveth in him,  ſoall receive 
And, 
are to obey his Commandments, 
34. And his Commandments 
are eee 0 5 St. Paul, to be the Com- 
And 


The Son of God, who 7s before all 


Things, and by Whom all Things Conſiſt, 


Col. 1. 17. is to be Worſhipp' 1 with Re- 


And this, [ think, 


clearly Demon- 


| ftrates, that Chriſt Feſus is really, and 
| Eſſentially God. 


For to worſhip any One as God, that 


is not, by Nature, God, 1s Idolatry, and 
| utterly condemn'd, Gal. 4. 8. Yea, all 
1 0 Worſhip is appropriated to God 


. only; 
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only; and this we, Chriſtians, muſt own | 


as long as theſe Words of our Saviour 
ſtand upon Record, St. Matt. 4. 1d. Thou 


by ſhalt thou ſerve. 
© Since then the Lord Jeſus is to be A- 
dored, we thence infer, that he is of the 


be Honour'd and Worſhipp'd. 
Facob bleſſed the Sons "of Foſeph in 
5 his Name, Gen. 42.15, 16. For the An- 


gel which he there ſays Redeem'd him, 
was the Son of God. 


Says the Prophet. Daniel 7. 14. And 


Dominion and Glory, and a Kingdom, that 
all People, Nations and Languages, ſhould 


ſerve him: His Dominion is an Everlaſting 
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321 33. All the Angels of God are comman- 


hath committed all Judgment unto the Son : 
that all Men ſhould honour the Son, even 


v. uit, 
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us Chriſt) be Glory both now and for ever : 
And the Lamb, > 


ſhalt worſhip the Lord thy God, and him on- 


OT. NOT En ü eB 


ſame Nature and Eſſence with God the 
Father; and, moſt aſſuredly, he is to 


there was given him (i. e. the Meſſiah) | 


| + & Luke Dominion, which ſoall not paſs away, and his | 
141. zr, Kingdom that which ſhall not be Deſtroy 2 


ded to Worſhip him, Heb. 1. 6. fays | 
Chriſt, The Father judgeth no Man, bit 


a4 they honour the Father, St. John 5. 22, | 
And. he was worſhipp' d by the In. S 
frir d Apoſtles on Earth, St. Luke 24, 51. 
x c. ul. St. Peter concludes his 2d. Ep. F Saying, | 
To him, (i. e. our Lord and Saviour Fe- | 


gat is, "Chriſt our Sa- 
viour) 


Sacred and Adorable TRINITY. 
viour) is worſhipp'd in Heaven, together, 


with God the Father, in theſe Words, 


Rev. 5. 13. Bleſſing and Honour, and Glo- 


Unto her. 
and waſh'd us from our Sins in his own 


Blood, and made us Kings and Prieſts to 


ry, and Power be unto him that fttterh upon 


the Throne, and unto the Lamb for Ever 


and Ever. 

Chriſt 76s, our Saviour and Redee- 
mer, is then, our Lord and our God; 
therefore, that has loved ur, 


God and bis Father; to him be Glory and 
Dominion for Ever and Ever. Amen. Rev. 


1. 5, 6. And, as Chriſt Feſus is the 


Head of the Church, Col. 1. 18. ſo he 


Lg 


will be the Judge of all Mankind, 2 Cor. 


5. 10. And he fy Infinitely and Eter- 


| | nally Reward all thoſe who love Him, 
| t. Matt. 25. 34, 35, 36, 40, 46. 


Laſtly, The Bleſſed Jeſus has obtain'd 
Eternal Redemption for ns. Heb. 9. 12. 
And this argues that he is truly God. 

St. Fobn declares, 1 Ep. 2. 2. That he 


is the Propitiation for our Sins; and not for 
_ ours only, but alſo for the Sins of the whole 
World. Now he muſt be Min that he 
might ſuffer, and that the Attonement 
might be made for us in our Nature: 


And he muſt alſo be truly God, that by 


the Sacrifice of himſelf, he might make 
compleat Satisfaction for the Sins of the 


whole World. 
As 


53 
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As then, the Divine Mercy was diſ- 


play 'd in the Redemption of Fallen 
Man; ſo, our Saviour being both God 
and Man, united in one Perſon, 
fore by his Obedience and Suffering, 
his Merits and Interceſſion, the Autho- 
rity of the Divine Laws were maintain'd, 
the Debt of Sin was diſcharg'd, the Di- | 
vine Wrath appeas'd, Infinite Juſtice fa- | 
tisfy'd, and Eternal Happinefs purcha- 
fed for all true Believers. 0 
-Þ acknowledgeth, that the Higheſt Titles [| 
are aſcribed to the Son in Scripture, * e- 


there- 


Dr. Clarke * 


ven ſuch as include all Divine Powers, 


© excepting only Supremacy and Inde- 


« ene. 


An ſw. The Supremacy of God the Son, I 
is expreſſed in very ſtrong Terms, Rom. 
9. 5. where he is declar' d to be, Over all, 4 
God Bleſſed fur ever. 


And I have before 
does partake of the Fae Neceſſarily 


Exiſting, and Independent Nature and 


Y Eſſence with the Father. 


And I need not add any more, 
to prove that he is truly God. 
ceed, therefore, and ſay, 


ED Thirdly, The Holy Ghoſt is alſo real- 
2 . and truly God. | 
The Inditing of the Holy 3 | 
is a Divine Work, and does prove the | 
Holy Ghoſt to be God, as well as the | 
Scriptures which were Indited by him. | 


Fo or, 


prov'd, That he | 


SO oo: * 


' - Sacred and Adorable TRINITY. 

For, all Scripture is given by Inſpi- 
ration of God, 2 Tim. 3. 16. But the Holy 
Ghoſt was the Inſpirer of the Prophets 

and Apoſtles; and therefore he is God. 
And, that the Holy Spirit was the In- 
ſpirer of the Prophets and Apoſtles, is 
teſtify'd in ſeveral Places. St. Peter ſays, 
| 2 Ep. c. 1. v. 21. For the Prophecy came 
nut in old Time by the Will of Man; but 
holy Men of God ſpake as they were mov'd 

by the Holy Ghoſt. Says Chriſt, When He, 
| the Spirit of Truth is come, he will guide 
yon into all Truth, St. ohn 16. 13. And 
St. Paul ſays, God, by Revelation, made 
known unto him the Myſtery of Chriſt. 
F Which, in other Apes, was not made known 
unto the Sons of Men, as it is now Reveal- 
| ed unto bis Holy Apoſtles and Prophets by 
JJ. ee 
The LORD ſaid, Numb. 12. 6. Hear 
nom my Words: If there be a Prophet a- 
mong you, I the LoRD [ Jehovah} will 
make myſelf known unto him in a Viſion, 
and will ſpeak unto him in a Dream. And 
Iſaiah ſays, c. 1. v. 10. Hear the Word of 
| theLokD[ Jehovah ] Te Rulers of Sodom; 
Live Far unto: the Law of our God, ye 
People of Gomorrah. But St. Peter aſſu res 
us, 2 Ep. c. I. v. 21. That the Holy Men 
| of God ſpake as they were moved by the Ho- 
h Ghcft. Which argues, that the Holy 

Ghoſt is LokD, is Fehovah, the Very and 
Eternal God. e 
IIS et he? And 


Re: 
3 
r 
5 
P 


cap. 
9 the 5th, 
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them; 


Word God, 
Father only, 
conſider'd: * And is here apply'd to the 
Holy Ghoſt, as it is ſometimes apply'd] 
to the Son, and mor? often to the F ather, 4 
in the New Teſtament, | 
I That the Holy þ 
that 
the Holy Spirit of the Father. + 
 Anſw. The Bleſſed Feſus is the Son of 
God, that is to ſay, the Son of the Fa- 
ther: And yet he is truly God; 
is the Holy Ghoſt really God. 
If the Word God, 


is to ſay, 


E 


2 K * "6 | 


The Scripture DOCTRINE of the 
And St. Peter ſaid, A&s 5.3, 4. Ana- 


nias, Why hath Satan filed thine Heart, to 
lie to the Holy Ghoſt ? | 
lied unto Men, but unto God. The plain 
and Obvious Meaning of theſe Words is | 
this, that attempting to deceive the In. | 
ſpir'd Apoſtles, was not barely a lying 


to Men, but unto God, for it was a ly- 


ing unto the Holy Ghoſt who inſpird} 
and this was 2 lying to God, be- 
cauſe the Holy Ghoſt is God: For, the! ! 


is not here uſed for the 


but for God abſolutely 
Dr. Clarke tells us, 


Ghoſt, is the Holy Sp Irit of God, 


the Whole Three Perſons; 


is a manifeſt Abſurdity. 


Anſw. Here the Word God is taken 
» ablolurcly, 8 as ſpecifying the Fa- 
ther, 


Thou haft not 


and ſo 
He. adds, 
placed abſolutely, / 
as in this Text, ſignify'd not the Fa- 
ther, but either the Holy Spirit, or 
it would 
follow that the Holy Sp irit of God, [3 
was the Holy Spirit of Himſelf, which 
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ther, or the Son, or the Holy Ghoſt, . 
but as it denotes, that One only Divine 
Being, which does exiſt by the Neceſſity 
of his own Nature, and 1s Infinitely Per- 
fe& : The Holy Ghoſt is truly God, be- 
ing here ſtiled God, and in the abſolute 
Senſe of the Viord ; nor does it hence 
follow, that he is the Spirit of himſelf, 

but of the Father, who alſo is God: For, 

when the Holy Ghoſt is called the Spi- 

rit of God, che Meaning of it 1s, that 5 


is the Spirit of the Father, who is God: 


” ts. Zac 2 


For, as the Son, as being the Son of God, 
is not the Son of himſelf, but of the Fa- 
ther, who is God: So the Holy Ghoſt, 
call'd the Spirit of God, is not therefore = 
the Spirit of himſelf, but of the Father 
* who1 1s God, « 
And a Sin may be committed againſt 

the Holy Ghoſt, and this proves that he 
is truly God. Our Saviour declares, All 
Manner of Sin and Blaſphemy ſhall be For- 

| given unto Men; but the Blaſphemy againſt 

the Holy Ghoſt, "ſhall not be forgiven unto 
Men. St. Matt. 12. 31. 


Dr. Clarke ſays, is evident, that by * 


| the Holy Ghoſt here, cannot be meant 
the Perſon, but the Works of the Holy 
| wo 
 Anſw. The ſacred Text 575 otherwiſe: 

| And manifeſt it is, that as all Worſhip 

is Perſonal, || ſo are all Offences. Ous 4 Reph to 
> 4viour here ſpeaks of Sinning againſt 


the 


44 7 ' 
©: 2 26.05 
{ 


& 71 pt. 
195 189. EY 
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p- 336, 
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the Holy Ghoſt, and that proves that he | F 


is truly and eſſentially God; for altho' 


a Sin againſt the Holy Ghoſt, 1s Not 
therefore Unpardonable becaufe he is | 
God ; yet it could not be Unpardonable | 


if he e not truly Gd. 
The Reaſon why Dr. Clarke thinks, 


that by the Holy Ghoſt, is here meant, not ö 


the Perſon, but the Works of the Holy | 


8 Ghoft, is, © becauſe theſe Works were | 
-*. ke greateſt and laſt Means of Convi-! 


iS ction, that God ever intended to af. 
ford Men. 
Anſw. This is not a Reaſon why, by 


the Holy Ghoſt, is here meant, the! 
Works of the Holy Spirit; but it is the! 
true Reaſon why Blaſ phemy againſt the. 


Holy Ghoſt is ere altho' Blaſ-| 


phemy againſt the Son of Man! is not ſo. ; 


See v. 32. 


Ihe Holy Ghoſt then is God; and 
being he is God in the abſolute Senſe of | 


the Word, it does neceſſarily follow, 
That he does partake of the ſame Di- 


vine and Neceſſarily Exiſting Nature 
and Eſſence with God the Father. And 


the re fore, 


That the Holy Ghoſt 1s independent | 


upon any other Being. 


And the Holy Ghoſt is Eternal; and. 7 
accordingly, 1 is called the Eternal py 1 


4 

ws 
we 
1 


Tit, Heb. 9 Is 
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| And the Holy Ghoſt is Omnipreſent. 
The Father and the Holy Ghoſt are e- 
very where equally preſent: Therefore 
Holy David eries out, Whither ſhall I go 
from thy Spirit? Or whither ſhall I flee from 
thy Preſence ? If T aſcend up into Heaven, 
thou art there : If I make my Bed in Hell, 
behold, thou art there. If I take the Wings 
be Morning, and dwell in the uttermoſt 
Parts of the Sea: Even there ſhall thy 
| Hand lead me, and thy right Hand ſhall 
| bold me. J. 39 7 9759, . | 
The Holy Ghoſt is alſo Omniſcient : 
For, the Spirit ſearcheth all Things, yea, 
| the Deep Things of God, 1 Cor. 2. 10: And 
e] what is the undoubted Prerogative of 
e] God, he foretelleth Future Contingen- 
-| cies. Says our Bleſſed Redeemer, He will 
| ſhew you Things to come, St. John 16. 13. 
Says St. Paul, Now the Spirit ſpeaketh ex- 
d} preſly, That in the later Times, ſome ſhall 
ff depart from the Faith, 1 Tim. 4.1. 
The Holy Ghoſt is Omnipotent: It 
i-| was, by his Spirit, that God the Father, 
rel garniſped the Heavens, Fob 26. 13. It was 
d| the Spirit of God that Chriſt did caſt 
_ | out Devils, St. Matt. 12. 28. The Mira- 
nt culous Conception of the Son of God in 
the Womb of the Virgin Mary, was of 
d, ſhe Holy Ghoſt, St. Matt. 1. 18, 20. St. 
pi- Luke 1. 35. It was the Holy Ghoſt that 
enabled the Apoſtles to ſpeak with other 
nd Tongues, Acts 2, 4. And it was the ** 


64 The Scripture DOCTRINE of the 
ly Ghoſt that was the Author of all 
thoſe Miracles which were wrought by 
the Bleſſed Apoſtles: God alſo bearing 
them Witneſs both with Signs and Wonders, 
and with divers Miracles, and Gifts of the 
Holy Ghoſt, according to his own Will, Heb. 
2. 4» Rom. 15: 19. 1 Cor. 2.4, 3. And 
it was by the Spirit that Chriſt was raiſed 
"From the Dead; 1 St» Fer. 3 1. 
There are then ſuch Divine Attributes! 
aſcribed to the Holy Ghoſt, as are In-! 
communicable to any but Gdd, which] 

is a Demonſtration that the Holy Ghoſt | 
MET ES oo = 
And is God the Father Holy? Sois tt 
the Spirit of God; and therefore fre-] ot 
quently call'd the Holy Ghoſt, in the] D 


New Teftament, St. Matt. 1. 18, 20. and 
in ſeveral other Places; and the Spirit 


F Holineſs, Rom. 1. 4. 
And the Holy Ghoſt is True, and ac-| * 


cordingly he is ſtyl'd the Spirit of Truth, | 
St. John 15. 26. and 16. 13. As we are| 
commanded not to grieve the Holy Spirit 7 


35 
God. Eph. 4. 3. So we read of ſuch Ads 
1 


of Divine Worſhip paid to the Holy Ghoſt! 
the Comforter in the New Teſtament, ass 
do demonſtrate that he is God. And 
that final Benediction, wherein St. Pau 
wiſhes to the Corinthians, The Communion | ; 


of the Holy Ghoſt, (2 Cor. 13. 13) is an Ad 
of Religious Worſhip, and a Proof that}: | 
the Spirit (1 St. Per. 4. 14.) is really God, T 


. 
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And this ſame inſpir'd Apoſtle does make 
' uſe of this Form of Speech. Rom. 9. 1. 
' I ſay the Truth in Chriſt, I lie not, my Con- 
ference alſo bearing me Witneſs in the Holy 
 Gboſt. Here St. Paul ſolemnly appeals to 
_ Chrift Jefus, and the Holy Ghoſt, to 
bear Witneſs to the Truth of what he 
alerts; and the Aſſeveration he here 
| makes uſe of, is a kind of an Oath, 
| which is a folemn Act of Worſhip, (Deut. 
| 6. 13) whereby Chriſt and the Holy 
Ghoſt are each of them own'd to be God, 
| by being Religiouſly call'd upon as the 
| Searchers of Hearts, and Witneſſes to 
; | the Truth, and Avengers of the Falſhood 
of what is ſo ſolemnly teſtify'd. Says 
>| Dr. hitby, * By Swearing by our Lord * on the 
1} © Chriſt, and the Holy Ghoſt, the Apo- N. 
tf * ftle muſt perform an Act of Religious 
| © Worltip to them, and, by that, Agnize 
. © their Divinity, according to theſe 
„ Words of Moſes, Thou ſhalt fear the 
e LORD H God., and ſerve hin, and ſhalt 
7 ' ſwear by his Name, Deut. 6. 13. And 
s by calling upon them to bear Witneſs 
to the Secrets of his Heart and Conſci- 
as ence, he muſt aſcribe tothem the Know- 
jd © ledge of the Secrets of the Hearts of 
Men, which is the Property of God a- 
an lone, 1 Sam. 16. 7. 1 Kings 8. 39. 
ct * 1 Chron. 28. 9. Pſalm 7. 9. Fer. 11. 20. 
athy and 17. 10. and 20. 11. Well then, 
1d. | The Nature of Religious Worſhip itſelf. 
nd © TE Sn and 
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| 4. 8 1 St. Pet, 1. 2. Wy 
| Now, to qualify thoſe of the Miniſtry | 
for their Sacred Function; to reprove the | | 
World; to regulate the whole Body of | 
the Church of Chriſt; to purify Men's 
Deceitful and Corrupted Hearts; to en- 
able Chriſtians to conquer the moſ} vio- 
lent Paſſions; to reſiſt the moſt preſſing „ 
to undergo the greateſt 
Sufferings with Heroical Patience; to 
conduct us ſafe through all the Snares 
and Difficulties which do conſtantly ſur- 
round us; to prepare us for Heaven; 

and, at laſt, to bring true Belicvers unto 

that glorious Kingdom, where we ſhall 
be Eternally and Unchangeably Hol 2 
2 and 


$6 The Scripture DOCTRINE of the 


and the expreſs. Commands of God, in 
both Teſtaments,do clearly demonſtrate, that 


God only is to be worſhipp'd; fince then 
the inſpir'd Apoſtle has paid Ads of ſuch 
Worſhip to the Holy Spirit, it does therefore 
evidently follow, that the Holy Ghoſt is 
Really, Truly, and Eſſentially God. 


Laſtiy, The Holy Ghoſt is l the Chicf 


Minitter i in the Church of Chriſt, St. Fohn | 
16. 13. Ads 2. 4. and 13. 24. and 20. 28. 
and 1. Cor. 3. 13. and 12. 4,711. The 
Sanctifier of our Hearts, the Mortifier off 
our Evil Corruptions, the Author of all | 
good Works in us, and he that does pre- | 
pare us for the Kingdom of Heaven, St. 


John 16. 7--13. Rom. 8.13. Gal. 5. 22, 23. 
Eph. 4. 30. and 5. 9. Phil. 1. 19. Titus 3 


to 23. 


Temptations : 


+ 


Sacred and Adorable TRIN1 T Ye. 


; and Happy : I ſay, to do all this for 
poor Mortals, can be no leſs than the 
Work of God; and ſufficiently intimates 

to us, that the Holy Ghoſt, who does 
[+ perform all theſe Things for the Heirs 
of Salvation, is Really and Eflentially 


God. I go on to prove, 


That the Father, Son, and Holy Ghoſe 


are not ſo divided, ſo far diftinguild d, i 
as to be Three ſeveral and diſtin& Gods, 


but are ſo united in Nature and Eſſence, | 


as to be the One God of Chriſtians. 


The Father, the Son, and the Holy 
Ghoſt, do partake of the {ame Divine 


Z Nature, and therefore they are not Three 
| Gods, but Only One God. For, it is 
not affirm'd of the Father, abſtracted. 
from the Divine Nature that is in the 
Son and the Holy Ghoſt, that he is God; 
nor of the Son Kxclulive of the Divine 
Nature that is in the Father and the 
Holy Ghoſt, that he is God; nor of the 
Holy Ghoſt Excluſive of the Divine Na- 
ture that is in the Father and the Son, 
that he is God: But, that the Father, 

having the ſame Divine Nature and Eſ- 
| ſence that is communicated to the Son, 
and to the Holy Ghoſt, is God; and that 
the Son having the ſame Divine Nature 
and Subſtance that is in the Father, and 
is communicated from the Father by the 
Son, to the Holy Ghoſt, is God; and 
char the Holy Ghoſt partaking of the 
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Divine Eſſence that is in the Father and 
the Son, is God. So that altho each of 
them is God, yet they are not Three Di- 
ſtinct Gods, but only One God; becauſe 
they have not Three different Natures, 
but one and the ſame Divine Subſtance 


and Eſſence. 
J have already proved 2 Trinity. 


T have alſo made it appear, That there is 
manifeſtly a Diſtin&ion between the Fa- 
ther, Son, and Holy Ghoſt; but how | 
great this Diſtinction is we do not know. 
It is a Myſtery. It is not Revealed; we 


have no Words to expreſs it by, nor can a. 


ny one common Term, for this Diſtinction, 
be found out by Mortal Men: It is in 
vain to think of ſuch a Thing; 5 for we 
have no Idea or Notion of it. 


Yet, thus much is diſcover'd in the 


Sacred Oracles, that this Diſtinction is 
ſo great, as to make a Difference, and to 
ſuſtain diſtinct Relations, Properties and 
Offices between the Father, Son, and 
Holy Ghoſt; and yet this unknown 
: as TO Diſtinction, is not ſo great 


as to make the Father, Son, and Holy 


SGhoſt, Three diſtinct and ebarate Be- 5 


1 * of "7-4 


"Fhe Unity of the Deity i is preſerved "8 
: by the Father, being the Fountain of the * 
TRINITY: Anda Unity in TRINIT I, in 
that one and the ſame Divine Nature and 1 
CE e Eſſence, 


"nt and Adorable TRINIT v. 


ſtlans. 

And St. Fohn exproſly affirms, 1 St. 
Fohn 5. 7. For there are Three that bear 
Record in Heaven, the Father, the Word, 


and the Holy Ghoſt and theſe Three a are 


One. 


You'll ſav they are One in Will, and 


Conſent, and giving Teſtimony that. JE- 
$US is the Son of God, v. 5. But then 
you'll obterve, that the Holy Apoſtle 
does compare this Divine Teſtimony with 
the Teſtimony of Men; and directly aſ- 


| ferts, That this Teſtimony 5 is the Witneſs 


| 
» 


of God, v. 9. and God is but One, One 


nay berled Being; from whence I 


Confequence of which is, that ſince 


there cannot be Three Eternally Neceſ- 
7 ſarily Exiſting, Omnipreſent, Oinniſci- 
ent, Omnipotent Gods; therefore, God 
the Father, God the Son, and God the 


Holy Ghoſt, are but one God only. 


1 The 


Eſfence, is common to the F ather, and 
the Son, and the Holy Ghoſt. 1 

What I am then to prove here is, that 
theſe Three, are the One God of Chri- 


infer, that theſe Three. 800 the Father, 
God the Son, and God the Holy Ghoſt, 

are but One God. 

And it is an undoubted Truth both of 

| Natural and Revealed Religion, that || 

there is bar One God only, Chap. 3.p.19 
Ihe Certain, Manifeſt and Neceſſary 


— ; 


> 


_ * 
5 7 O = 


* Demon. | 


Þ+ Reply to 
Mr. Nel- 


e 127. 


on, p.11 11 6, 6 


The Scripture DocrRINE of the 


The very Learned Dr. Clarke ſays, 
* 16. 6 That Attributes exiſt only by the Ex- 
© iſtence of the Subſtance to which they 1 
n belong. 1 

*. And, + that Chriſt i is truly God, by |. 
© having receiv'd from his Father, true 
Divinity, and Dominion over the Whole 
9 Creation ; the Father's Power and Do-!“ 
minion, Incomprehenſible Power and!“ 

1 5 Knowledge, and other Divine Attri-þ 


* s butes. 1 


b And have vrov'd, that ſeveral Di 1 
vine Attributes are aſcribed to the Son], 
and to the Holy Ghoſt, in the Sacre . 
Oracles. . ; 
If then the Divine. Eſſential and In: 
5 ſeparable Attributes of the Divine Na. 3 
ture, do exiſt only by the Exiſtence c 
-:" the Divine Subſtance to which they be 
long: Then, I think, that it does evi 
dently follow, That fince the Father 
has communicated to the Son, and ti 
the Holy Ghoſt, Divine Attributes, and 


the Edential Perfections of the Deity; l 
That he, therefore, Communicated to. | 
them the Divine Nature and Effence| 
together with thoſe Divine Attribute 
and Perfections. Wherefore, altho' thi 
Son, as Son, be begotten of the Father, \, 
and diſtin& from him „ and the Hol“, 
| Ghoſt, as the Spirit of God, does pro 
ceed from, and is diſtin& from the Fs 
ther, as Father; yet, as they do partakiy 

TT, 5 017 
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of the ſame Eſſential and Individual At- 
tributes and Perfections; and, conſe- 


quently of the ſame Divine and Undivi- 


ded Nature and Eſſence with the Father, 


they are each of them Truly and Eſſen- 
tially God. Yea, together with the Fa- 


ther, That one Neceſſarily Exiſting, In- 
dependent, Eternal, Infinite, Perfect 
Being, which is God. „ 
And now, from what I have prov'd, I 
do conclude, that we are obliged to be- 
lieve, J ˙ò v Top ft SI 
That there certainly is an Ever-Living 
ö 5 e 
hat there are theſe Three, Father, 
5 Son, and Holy Ghoſt 7 who are to be 
HBeliev'd in, Obey'd, and Worſhipped. 
That theſe Terms, Father, Son, and 
HFoly Ghoſt, do not deſtroy the Unity 
of the Deity: Yet they do ſignify, that 
there is more than a meer Nominal Di- 
ſtinction in the Divine Nature; that 
there is more than a Difference of out- 
Manifeſtations, or external Relations be- 
teen theſe Three, namely, That they 
are really Diſtin& from one another: 
* That God is One and Three in ſome 
* Way and Manner, as cannot be con- 
* ceiv'd by Humane Underſtanding, nor 
_* expreſſed by any Artificial Terms.“ 
And this is the Myſterious Part of the 
TxinItTY, which cannot be expreſſed 
. 8 We 
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by Words, but is to be beliey' d in the 
Heart. 


That this wooderfal Diltinaion is ſo 


great, that the Father is not the Son, 41 
nor the Holy Ghoſt : That the Son is 
not the Father, nor the Holy Ghoſt: Þ 
'That the Holy Ghoſt is not the Father, 


nor the Son: That theſe Three are 


really different, and that this unknown 


Diſtinction, is the Foundation of that 
| n 


That this Diſtinction is ſo. oreat, as to 


be ſufficient to ſuſtain. the diſtinct Names, 
Relations, Properties, Offices and Ope- 
rations, which are aſcrib'd in holy Scrip- 
ture, to each of theſe: That the Father It 
. God, the Son is God, and the Holy 1 Þt 
Ghoſt, is God. And yet that the Di- 

ſtinction between them is not ſo great, 
as to make them Three Gods. . 
That the Son is God, but not another ö 
God; diſtir.& from the Father as Son, 
but not as God. And that the Holy E 
Ghoſt is God, but not another God; 
diſtin& from the Father, and the Son, | 
as the Holy Ghoſt, but not as God. il 


Th erefore, 


: That there is but One Go d: The Plain. | 
Natural, and e Conſequence | 
of which i is, That the Father, Son, and 
Holy Ghoſt, are but One God; and | 
that they are that One God; the One 
N 00 of Chriſtians, | 


1 . 


© 44, 


5 
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> 


8 HA * VIII. 


The DOCTRINE of the Trxiry was 
 Receiv'd and Believ'd by the Firſt 
 Ctriſtians, in the Firſt Ages of the 
Church of Chriſt, 


FER = 20&or Waterland, (who has got 
a a valt Reputation by his Lear- 
ned and Orthodox Defence of 
Chriſfs Divinity) ſays, Theo- 20 Def. 
E philtus, of Antioch, about the p 4. 
Tear 180, is the firſt Writer extant, 
that expreſly gives the Father, Son, and 
Holy Ghoſt, the Name of Trinity. 
However, the DocrRINE of the Tar- 
 NITY has been tranſmitted, from the 
Days of the Apoſtles, through all ſuc- 
ceeding Ages, down to this very Time. 
Clemens Romans. lived in the ſame 
Age with the Apoſtles; and he ſays T + r Ep.ad 
$ 5 Have we not 5 God, and One Chriſt, Cor, 32 46, 
* and One Spirit? LE a. 0 
And whit Is very Remarkable, this 
A hpoſtolical Father does, in a devout Dox- 
2 ology, aſcribe Glory and Majeſty to 
jieſus Chriſt our Lord, || | this. e. 7 
St. Polrc arp, (who was St. Fobn's Dit 20. 5.0. nl 
| ciple, and flouriſh'd in the Beginning of 
the Age next after the Apaſtolical, and 
was martyr d about the middle of it) 
con- 
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theſe Remarkable Words, I praiſe thee, 
© Tbleſs thee, I glorify thee, by the E- 


© ternal and Heavenly High Prieſt, Je- | 
© ſus Chriſt, thy beloved Son; with | 


© whom, to thee, and the Holy Ghoſt, 
© be Glory both now, and to all ſuc- | 


* ceeding Ages. Amen. 


And the Church of Smyrna, ( where! 

he Was Biſhop, giving an Account of his] 
M.artyrdom, at the Concluſion of their}. 
circular Epiſtle) adore the TRINI Ty, 
when they ſay, With whom, (that is, 
* Jeſus Chriſt) Glory be to God the Fa 3 


cn © ther, and the Holy Spirit.“ 


2 of Fuſtin Martyr flouriſh” x about the mid- | 


the Apoſt. 


Fathers, dle of this Second Century, and he pro-] 
Hi. iy in feſſes, That they worſhipped God 601. if 
1 And yet he fays, »The moſt True 
k Fuſtin © God, and his Son that came from him} 
* and the Prophetick Spirit, we Worſhip] 
23. and Adore, honouring them in Reafoil + 
and in Truth; and, as we have beer 
taught, ſo we are ready to commun 
cate the ſame, freely, to every ond 
that is willing to learn. F Again!“ 
in the firſt Place, We do Worſhip the}... 

Creator of the Univerſe, and we Ho“ 

* Hour, according to Reaſon, Jeſus Chriſt] 
De. whom we hold in the Second Or: | 


Mart. A- & 
pol. 1. c. 


* & „ 


+ 16, c. 6. 4 


concludes his Prayer, To the Lob 
God Almighty, at his Martyrdom, with || 


5. o 26. a third Place. * if 


© der, and the Spirit of Prophecy, in the 


G KK A & K K A „ — 


Wy 


„ „ EC 


„ PS eas ad pA SG 


* 4 K 6 


& 


4 


nifeſtly ſhews, That as the Chriſtians of lg ” 
thoſe early Times did acknowledge but 


this Doctrine was ſo generally receiv'd, 
that the very Infidels were acquainted 
with it. 


hy arp, and lived about the End of this 


x 2. lib. 
did believe 1 in One God, the Father Al- va 
- Ghoſt. 


F Age, at the Concluſion of his Padagegys, 


/ 
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In Lucian's Dialogue, where a Chri- 
tian i is ſuppos'd to Catechize an Hea- 
then, this Queſtion is ask'd, * Whom 
he ſhould ſwear by? and he that Per- 
ſonates the Chriſtian returns this An- 
ſwer, By the God that Reigns on high, 
the Great, the Immortal, and Heaven- 
ly, with the Son of the Father, and 
the Spirit proceeding | from the Father, 
One in Three, and Three in One. 
Take theſe for your Jupiter; : imagine oh 
this to be your God. ® Zacian's 
Now, altho' this is ſaid by a Pagan, 127, £4. 
and only by way of Ridicule, yet it ma- , Pa" 


«a 


ny. 


* 


One God, yet they worſhipp'd Unity in 
Trinity, and Trinity in Unity; and that 


St. Irenæus was the Diſciple of St. Po- 


Second Century; and the Creeds which 1 
he inſerts in his Works +, do abundant- + Lib. 7. 
ly prove, That the Primitive Chriſtians 1 a8 


ni 
7 * 63. e 
I [ 
Fj «34 
Nn jb 
1% 


mighty—— and in : Jeſus Chriſt, his on- 
ly Son our r Lord- — and 1 in the 9 


„ Alexandrinus, 1 beg an to 
be famous about the End of the 3 


lays, 


7 + The Scripture Do CTRINE of the 


| © mw_ c Thanks to the only Father and Son; 


cles. ſays, * Giving Thanks, let us give | 


Ed, Oz. © to the Son and Father; to the Son our | 
© Teacher and Maſter; and with the | 
Holy Ghoſt, One in all Re ſpects, in] 
to whom be] 
* Glory both Now and for Ever, Amen. 
Tertullien flouriſh'd in the Beginnins 1 

of the third Century, and he plainly}. 
1 affirms, T © That the Father is God, and 
p.. $07. - the Son God, and the Holy Ghot | 


© whom are all Things 


+ Cont. 


Ed. Por. © God; and every one (ingly is God; 
and that theſe Three wake One God, 


Ic. ar. And in his Apolopetick, || he ſays, That! 
Þ+ $5. £4 *© we have learned, that Chriſt ifued Þ 
forth from God, and was begotten by 
© that iſſuing forth : and therefore was] 
* call'd the Son ; and was call'd God! 


from the Unity of Subſtance. 
Novatian lived about the middle of 


| + Dern. this Century, and he declares : Þ * It is“ 


C. 31. V. 


Tertul. p. before ſhewn, that there is One, the 3 
230. Ed. True and Eternal; from whom alone 


Far. 


* this Virtue of the Divinity being Emit- 


© ted, and alſo deliver'd and directed to- 
© wards the Son, returns again to the Ta- 


* ther by a Communion of Subſtance. 


St. Cyprian, that Renowned Prelate,| 
who flouriſh'd about the middle of the 
„st. Cy. third Century, argues thus. * If any 
bp. ad one (baptized by Hereticks) hath, ob-| 


Subaj. Ep. e 


73. p. 309% tain'd Remiſſion of his Sins, and is ſan- z 
1 Gy 1 and is made the 17 of | 
Sk YE 500; * 


„ Ww Mm m K F- , gr, A ² ˙ 


7 F Tr 6 _ 


JI ie on. A woe v ee RR IIS 


2 


God: I would fain know of what God? 
If of the Creator? He cannot, 


I © believes not in him: If of Chriſt? ? he 
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Who 


cannot be his Temple, who denies 


| - Chriſt to be God: 


8 2 


chou can the Holy 


+ 6 


6 


If of the Holy 
Since theſe Three are One, 
Ghoſt be at Peace, 
with him, who is the Enemy, either 
© of the Father or the Son. And he . 
ſerts, * © Thar Chriſt himſelf com- 
manded that the Gentiles ſhould be bap- 


Ghoſt ? 


Trinity. 


N "6 
5 0 


& 


6 


45 


niſm, 


And Dionyſius of 5 ya; -. 
„We dilate the undivided Monad into a 


1175 


IIs ye 


© tiz'd into the Whole and Co- united 7 unats | 
ri nit ate. 


Triad. And, again, we collect the un- 


diminiſh'd Triad into a Monad. +. 
And Gregory Nagiangen, of the fourth 7 


and the Son, and the Holy Spirit, di- 
ſtinguiſhing the Properties, and uniting 
the Divinity; 


we ſhould be infected with 
nor dividing them into Three 


T Apud 
Athan. 
Tom. 1. 


Century, fays, We worſhip the Father, Þ. 4p 255, 
256. Ed. 
Bened. 


but by no Means con- 


tracting Three Things into One, leſt 


Gabellia- 


Things, that are of another and dif- 


ferent Nature, left we $9 mad with 


the Arians. || 


Again, he lays, * © It is the like Im- a 


the Manner of the Arians. 


k p. 489. 


tar. 


piety to join ks in one Perſon, _ 611. 
after the Manner of the Sabellians ; as 


to ſeparate in their Natures, after 


An d 
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And in his 51 Oration, he maintains, 
That in the TRINITY there is «Gy | 1 
«©, toes 2 wis og 0h. | 
BY h CLE 9 M. 8 > Ta Tet, 9 | T 
eee 71 Sea. One and Another, | ; 
for fear we ſhould confound the ; 

5 Hypoſtaſes; but there is not one | | 
Land another Thing. For the Three | x 

- are One and the Same in the Dei- | 

* ty.” And here it is plain, that the | p 
Maſculine Ad jective ., does not ſig- 7 
* Chap. 9. Nify a diſtinct intelligent Agent, * for . 
p. 143. then in the TRINITY, there would not | p. 
5 only be a . 2 G ., but alſo ax * | th 
c , another and another diſtin Thing | ni 
or Being. i ur. 
Vincentius Lirinenſis was of the F ifth ] th 

5 Century, and in his Commonitory, he __ Ano 
+ Ch. — us, T That the Catholick Church, fon 
| Sy 1 tertaining right Notions 8 + PU 
1637. God, does adore One Divinity in the | an. 
| © Plenitude of the TRINITr, and alſo | fol 
an Equality of the TRINITY, in one Gy 
0 and the ſame Maj eſty. | det 
And he ſays. || In Deo Uas Kl lie for 


Ich. 20. 


p. 557 56. ſed tres Ferfine — in Trinitate alius at- Re; 
ue alius, non aliud atque aliud, — quia acc 
ſeilicer alia eſt Perſona Patris, alia Filii, of 
alia Spiritus Sandi, ſed tamen Patris & + ©) 
Filii, G. Spiritus Sandi non alia atque IT; 


alia, Jos: Una Eademque Matura. r 
| "And # 


thodiſts are very Confident, * that the + pode, 
| Maſculine Ad jective, when it does not Clark: 
refer to ſome Antecedent Subſtantive, 
does always ſignify a diſtinct Intelligent 43. 


Sacred and Adorable T RIN IT v. 
And here again, (altho' the New Me- 


* 
J 4 


Comment.” 
P- 40. Ar; 


Being; yet manifeſt it 1s, that the Maſcu- 
line Adjective does not always fignify 2 


Diſtinct, Separate, 
For, moſt certain it is, that Alius, in this 


Intelligent Agent: 


F Place, has the ſame Signification as Per- 


ſona; for Vincentius (an Ancient, Lear- 


ned, and Accurate Author) does here ex- 


3 „ * hen 


; prefly explain Alius, by Perſona; but 


the Subſtantive Perſona, does never ſig- 


nify a Separate Intelligent Being. Nor 
was it the Doctrine of the Church in 
1 | thoſe Days, that there was One and A- 
S | nother Separate Agent in the IRINITY; 
| for that Notion was then condemn'd as 
Axianiſm. Nor that the Father, Son, 
and Holy 
fold Manifeſtation of the One only True 
| God: For that Opinion was then con- 
demn'd as Sabellianiſm + It would there- 


Ghoſt, were only a 1 


fore be abuſing both the Author and the 


Reader, to tranſlate Alivs, and Perſona, 
according to Dr. Clark's Interpretation 7 45D 
of thoſe Words. | 
One and Another Diſtin& Agent in the p. 43. 
? Trinity, but not One and Another Being, 
for there is one external Relation of the 
Father, another Manifeſtation of the Son, | 
nd andanother Appearance of the Holy Ghoſt. 


3 Alius 


And ſay, there is , commens 
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Alius then and Perſona are Terms of 
Art, and are here made uſe of only to 
denote that ineffable Diſtinction, that is 
between the Father, Son, and Holy 
-- Ghoſt, in the Sacred and Adorable TRI“ 
NITY, and may be rendred by the 
Word Perſon, in the Eccleſiaſtical Senſe 
of it, and then the whole Paſſage will 
run thus. In God there is One Sub- 


£ ſtance, but Three Perſons. — In the 1 


_© TRINITY there is One and Another 
* Perſon, but not One and Another Thing 
[or Being.) - 
there is One Pee of the Father, A- 
nother of the Son, and Another of 
the Holy Ghoſt, but there is not One 
and Another, but One and the fame 
Nature. 


A 


8 * „ A 


-. 8 


Council of Conſtantinople, in the Year 
1 ballen 553, decreed * thus, If any one con- 
og hs feſs not One Nature or Eſſence, ot 
© Power, or Authority, of Father, Son, 
* and Holy Ghoſt, a Conſubſtantial Tri- 
nity ; 2nd One Deity to be worſhipp'! 
in Three Hypoſtaſes or TR fone, let 
Ther © him be Anathema. 
> WS oct... The Emperor Fuſtimts Janker +, in an 
Hiſt. L.5. Edict concerning the Faith, which He 


2 | Lag wrote to the Chriſtians in all Places, 


0 


Eccl. Hiſt. (4. . 566.) ſays, 8 We RD exhort qll ; | 
| fy 


| 5 p49, Men to betake themſelves to One, and 
3· e 


8 e ſame Church and Opinion: Be- 
1 lievine i 


Namely, becauſe. 


In the Sixth Cemury, the ſecond Þþ 


A. 
#59 
EC, 
22 
a. 
'% 
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lieving i in the Father, in the Son, and 


in the Holy Spirit, in the Conſubſtan- 


tial Trinity, in the one Deity, Nature, 
or Eſſence, aſſerting one Power, and 
Authority, in the Three Hypoſtaſes, 


or Perſons. —— For we adore the 
Unity in the Trinizy, and the Trinity 


in the Unity, -which hath an admira- 


ble both Divition and Unition. An 
Unity truly in Refpe& of the Sub- 
ſtance or Deity ; but a Trinity in Re- 


ſpe& of the Proprieties, Hy poſtaſes, 


or Perſons, 1a S19rhTS,? u A 1 40 fg 


nTu ro. For that we may fo ſpeak, 
it is indiviſibly divided, and diviſbly 
conjoyn'd. 

And here it is evident that Lene, 
Woc-coie, . reg n are uſed as 
ſynonimous Terms. And hence I think 
it will follow, that no. Words can be 


found, which can clearly and fully ex- 
preſs the Diſtinction, that is in the Ado- 


„ 
. 


© 


rable TRINITY. In the firſt Canon of 


* the Council in T:wllo, it is affirm'd, 
That 118 Biſhops in the Council of 


Nice, have bende and dcclar'd to us, 


* Conſubſtantiality ! in the Three Hy- 
* poſtaſes of the moſt Divine Nature, 


„ cee, — rel 1 Raf. 


" Quarms r TEO!'s 


And here I could add, but that [ per- V. Bever. 
} Laing that I. do not need to add any, Yrovcen 
= (; more P 155. 
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more Teſtimonies from the ancient Fa- 
thers; but content myſelf, with ob-! 
ſerving that the Authorities already pro- 
duc'd, and the ſeveral Creeds which“ 
have been tranſmitted down to us, from 
the firſt Ages of the Church, and have! 
been all 11055 made uſe of in all the ſuc E 
ceeding Centuries, do abundantly prove, 
that the Adorable Trinity, was always] E 


a Doctrine of the Chriſtian Church. 
RE 

Ek oy DE ee e, eg 
The Doctrine of the Church of Eng 1 
land, e re Bleſſed W 1 * 
Vindicated. | 15 
3 IM 
AYES unk E piſcopal Church off * 


n= LS 0 Facland, does profeſs in all 


+4 
1 


SES firm Belief in God: and She Et 
# Licang. does acknowledge an Holy} 
Bleſſed and Glorious Trinity; * and She} Et 


worſhips the Unity in Trinity, and the} | 


8 {> Her Creeds, Her ſteady and} Ve 


e. Arha, 


Creed, Trinity in Unity, and in all her Doxo- thi 
Cole for Jogies, She aſcribes Glory to the Father 
. U. Sui and to the Son, and to the Holy Ghoſt. | * 

And our Church does ach” 2 Diſtin'} * 
= ction between the Father, and the Son, * 
« 


and the Holy Ghoſt, * That the Father“ 


1 


day. 


©: 


| Sarted: and Adorable T RINITY. 8 ; 


| | is made of none, neither created, nor 
2 Begotten. That the Son is of the Fa- 
ther alone; not made, nor created, 
but Begotten. And that the Holy 
_ Ghoſt is of the Father, and of the 
Son ; neither made, nor created, nor 
"| © Begotten, but Proceeding « | 
„ The Orthodox Church of England, in C. 
| Her Catechiſm, ſays, © God the Father 
| made — all the World. Gop the 
3 N - Redeemed — all Mankind. 
” mh God the Holy Ghoſt — — Sandifieth— EO 
all the ele& People of God. Crt ehiſ. 
The only Begotten Son, was given us, 
i by God the Father. F 
. And the Holy Ghoſt is fent by the Fa- 
4 | ther. i And -. ; 
JF The Orthodox Churcli of England, Winqua- 
} maintains that The Father is God, the are 
Son is God, and the Holy Ghoſt is * 
of 1* God. © 
ll That the Son is God of God. 
nd Very 
he Eternal God. + 
That the Holy 
hel Eternal God, And er, e 
hes Oar Church expreſly Declares, that en 
co. there is but One God. 
erg. * There 1 is but One Living arid True = 
t. | * God. —— and in Unity of this God- 
ins head, "here be Three Perſons of One 
f Subſtante, Power and Eternity; The 
* ather, the Son, and the "mw Ghoſt. 
1 5 7 That 8 
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The Scripture DOCTRINE of the 
That the Everlaſting God is One God, 
One Lord ; not one only Perſon, buy * 
Three Perſons in One Subſtance. For i tl 
that which we believe of the Glory | 
of the Father, the ſame we believe | 
of the Son, and of the Holy Ghoſt, 
without any Difference or Inequally. | 
ARE: E 
The Catholick Faith f is This: That | 
we worſhip one God in Trinity, and | 


ry K GG a K oa 


K N FRY Py 


#6 Trinity! in Unity: neither confounding | 2 


* the Perfons, nor dividing the Sub- | ty 


© ſtance: For the r is one Perſon of Fa-. 


* | Athan, 
Creed. 


Collect 3 
Whitſun- 


„Holy Ghoſt, is all One: The Glory | 8e 


God, World without Find. Amen. 


Church of En-land, and the Truth cf} 
it has been already demonſtrated; but 


Perſon, which Eccleſiaſtical Term, [| 


* ther, another of the Son, and another | = 
of the Holy Ghoſt. But the Godhead | / 
of the Father, of the Son, and of the] © 


; Equal, the Majeſty Co-eternal, * And] " 
That ChriſtFeſus our Saviour Liveth] g 
* and Reigneth with God the Father, 
in the Unity of the fame Spirit, One | 


This then is the Doctrine of the! = 


our Church frequently uſes the Word pe. 


bave hitherto induftriouſly avoided. It} w 
» therefore only remains, that I vindicate| , 
© Her for making Uſe. of this artificial} x 
Term Perſon. And this, or ſome other 
{ſuch like Technical Terms have been 


made | Be I 
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made uſe of in all the different Ages of 
the Chriſtian Church. 
Dr. Clarke ſays, There is not, in Na- 
* ture, any other Notion of a Perſon, 
than as it ſignifies an Intelligent Agent, 
or Intelligent Being: Whenever the 
Word is uſed otherwiſe, no Man can 
tell what it ſignifies. * _ | *Comament. 
An ſeo. One Perſon, in common Diſ- , OE”: 
| courſe, does ſometimes, but not always, Be p- 
ö ſignify 2 Diſtinct Intelligent Nin; 3% 
2. The Latin Word Perſona, accord- 
ing to the Primitive Signification of the 
Word, denotes ſome diſtinguiſhing Qua- 
lity, as Big or Little, Wiſe or Fooliſh. 
| So, Laur. Valla, F Romans Loqui, in Ho- 1 2 
nine Perſona ſi enificat Qualitatem, qud a- p. 829. | 
ius ab alio differ imus, tum in Animo, tum yg — 
in Corpore, tum in extra Poſttis. The 
Word Perſon in Man, to ſpeak after the 
Manner of the Romans, does ſignify the 
Quality by which one Perſon does dif- 
N fer from another, as well in Mind, as 
Body and outward Circumſtances. 
rab 3. And from ſignifying the Habit of a 
1 Perfon, it came to denote an Office or 
1 Relation. So that in this Senſe of the 
Word, a Man may be a great many Per- 
ſons at the ſame time: || He may be a | Mode 
King, a Son, a Father, an Husband, and 5 b. 
2 Maſter, and yet continue to be, all the © 
ge Thile, but one and the ſame intelligent 


Being. 
1 8 2. The 
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The Scripture D OCTRINE of the 
The Term Perſon in the Eccleſiaſtical 


Senſe of the Word, denotes that Inex- 


plicable Diſtinction that is between the 
Fetter, Son, and Holy Ghoſt. 


Now the Greek Word for Perſona, 1s 
Tlegmmr, and this Word is but ſeldom 


uſed in the New Teſtament, and is ren- 


der'd Face, 2 Cor. 4. 6. and cannot there 


# od De- © 


fence. p 
| 413+ 450 


ſignify Intelligent Agent. 
The Terms moſt commonly wade uſe | 
of by thoſe Antient Writers, who have] 
treated upon the Trinity, to expreſs | 
the Difference and Diſtinction that is be- 
tween the Father, Son, and Holy Ghoſt, 


; are theſe, FEY Ys As * TE) , eto 


Cmnptewcs Subf fentie, Perſone, Modi Sub- 


feflendi , 
Says Dr. Fal * « Origen | is, 1J 

© think, the firſt Writer now extant, F 
* that makes mention of two or more | 
. Hy ypoſtaſes in the TRINITY; and 
: * know not whether Clemens Alexandri- EY 
nus may be reckon'd the firſt Writer | 
extant, that has the Name of one Sub- 
tance (oral rom 201% ) apply” d in this | 
* Caſe, it is certain Tertullian has 1 it, and“ 
> Perſons hk. I 
And we are told, that theſe Artificial | 
| Terms, cc e & G. Perſonæ, occaſion” d a3 
great many Diſputes in the Church. 
The Sabellians affirm'd, That in the 
Deity, there was but one los in| 
the Senſe of %% waycuhor, One i 
Es LINE EPL —tical“ 


& 


Sacred and Adorable TRINITY. 87 
ical Subject, without any Diſtinction, 
but what was Nominal only. * The Ari- ® Origen, 
and made the Father and the Son two Comm. is 
I aitin& Beings, by ſaying, That the Son b "ang 
of God was made of Nothing; and that Dr. Wer. 
there was a time when he was not [. And OT 8 
the Diſcreet Chriſtians was always care- | Socrates 
fol, never to uſe any Phraſe, that made edel 534. 
the Perſons only One, or the Godhead OE 
Many. 
Some were afraid to maintain three 
 Hypoſtaſes, + as they underſtood it to 1 &. Aug. 
Weonify Three Diſtin& Subſtances, be- Wy 
| cauſe that was the Arian Hereſy. ie 
Others were afraid to affirm, that the Ser. 
Father, Son, and Holy Ghoſt were, VE 
tres Perſone, three Perſons, anſwering to not. Var. 
the T-iz wermna, amongſt the Greeks, 
ind ſignifying three meer Appearances 
only, which was the Sabellian Hercſy. 
But theſe Differences were afterwards CR 
_ adjuſted in a Synod at Alexanaria, a- 8 
bout the Lear 362. r 
After this Time, the Term ee | Reply. p. 
came to be uſed in a Senſe much like 45%; 45 wal 


, D. Weterl. 
that wherein leu re 2 Per ſunæ were 20 Defence 


oO 


afterwards uſed. . 2 471. 


Socrates Scholaſticus, + foie us, 17 Fl. 


that the Synod at Alexandria decreed, 7. p. 
* That the Words 01%, and Hypoſtafe, DE 
were to be admitted, -When any 
bone went about to 8 — Opinion 
*F of Sabellius; leſt, for want of V ords, 


- 


E . — 


4 one 


38 


The Scripture Doctri NE of the 


one Thing [the TRAIN IT VI ſhould be | 
: enlled by a triple Name; but every | 
one of them that are named in the | 
* TkiniITY, we muſt call God in his | 


© proper Hypoſ taſis. 


Hence then [ gather, that an ineffable E 
Diſtinction was believed to be in the | 
TRINITY, by the Orthodox, in all the] 
preceding Ages of the Church. 
Thus, when Sabellins affirm'd, the Fa- 
ther, Son, and Holy Ghoſt, were only 
Three Names, bree meer Denomina- | 
tions of the One Divine and Neceffari- 3 
ly Exiſting Being. His Hereſy was con- 
demned by the General Council aſſem- | 
bled at Conſtantinople. A. 381. 382. - 
: And when 4vins profeſſed, that the - 
San was a Being diſtin& from the Fa- 
ther, and not of the ſame Subſtance | 
with God, he was condemn'd by the | 
Council of Nice, which met rogether for | 
that very Purpoſe. . B. 3 ö | 
Well ther, the Word Perſon uſed in | 
the Church of England, is not to be ta- 
ken in the Common, nor in the Claſi- Þ 
cal, but in the Eccleſiaſtical Senſe of the 
Word. Nor does it anſwer unus in Latin, 1 
or es in Greek; but Perſona | in Latin, and 
| Tepow7TOY or Ve deacie in Greek, 1 
Nou Perſon, as it ſignifies an Intelli- 
gent Being, is always expreſt both in 
Greek and Latin, by the Maſculine Ad- | 
jective, and * that only; there being | 
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* * (as Dr. Clare * avers) no other Word, * Gm | 
q : either in Greek or Latin, by which it““ P. 43. 
g ever was, or can poſſibly be expreſt. 
HS Perſona, and Tezmwror, and wwoparts, Are 
aAalbof them Words of another Signifi- 
© cation, a quite different Senſe, and ne- 
ver uſed by any good Author (unleſs 
in very figurative Conſtructions) in this 
* Signification. * FP ge 
But for Perſon, in our Latin Common- 
Prayer Books, the Word Perſona 1s uſed ; 
and in our Greek Common-Prayer Books, 
ſometimes the Term Te9zwror, and ſome- 
times the Word lee. All which 
| {hews, that the Word Perſon, as uſed in 
our Church, does not, nor cannot ſigni- 
| fy an Intelligent Being. And therefore 
I wonder, that Learned Men ſhould ar- 
aue ſo much, and ſo vehemently againſt 
| the Uſe of the Word, from a miſtaken 
Meaning of the ſame. They know this, 
| and therefore Dr. Clarke aſks, of what 4 c. 
Benefit can it poſſibly be, to make uſe of me. p. 
Words, which have no Signification > s. 
-F Anſw. This is the Myſterious Point of 
this Doctrine, which not being Revealed, 
, | cannot be explain'd. However, the 
| | Words Perſon, Perſona, Tlegoowoy or wawo- 
cans have ſome Signification, and do 
- | denote that Diſtin&ion which is between 
i | Father, Son, and Holy Ghoſt; whate- 
- | ver that Diſtinction be, it does ſignify 
z | tuch a Diſtinction in the TRINIT v, as 
Frm "5 a | 18 


90 The Scripture DOCTRINE of the 


18 the Foundation of, and is ſufficient to 
ſuſtain the Different Characters, Relati- 
ons, Properties and Offices which are 


aſcribed diſtinctly to the Father, Son, q 


and Holy Ghoſt, in the Sacred Gracles. 
It ſignifies, that there i is a Diſtinction be- 


tween the F ather, the Son, and the Ho- 
ly Ghoſt, that is more than meerly Ver- | 
bal or Modal, and yet not fo great as to 


make thein Three diſtin& Gods. 


Wherefore, when we ſay, as in the 
Litany, 0 Holy, Bleſſed, and Glorious 


Trinity, Three Perſons, and One God, &c. 
By Three Perſons, we mean neither more 


or leſs, but Father, Son, and Holy Ghoſt, 


"mo: diſtinguiſh'd, by the fo 1800 men- 
tien d Inexplicable Diſtin&ion. Says the | 
2 het Excellent Biſhop Dr. F. Gaſtril. © | will | 
ſome Con- never give oyfelf leave to expreſs my 
ſrrations, © Belief of the TRINITY, in any Words | 


concernin 


tbe Trim- © but what I find in the Scripture, and | 


pr. A. © our Publick Eccleſiaſtical Terms; and 


| 523 P: © I think myſelf oblig' d to explain them | 


no otherwiſe, than by a Denial of all 
© thoſe Heretical Opinions, which the“ 
© Catholick Church has conſtantly re- 


c 


© jected and made uſe of fome Unſcrip- 


*:rural Terms, for no other End, but to | 
: declare her Rejection of the ſame: So 

* that to any Man that asks me, what! 

* mean by Three Perſons? I think it ſuf- | 


* ficient to ſay, that I do not mean, Three 


Names, 5 or Relations : 5 Three At- 
rributen . 


„ W M ůͥu⸗a --- π , ⁰ãůgmhm M ? 


Q 
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tributes or Parts of God; nur Three In- 
finite Minds, Spirits and Subſtances : not 
One Infinite Uncreated Being, and To 
Creatures : But ſomething elſe, which 
is none of all theſe, and which 1 am 
not able to conceive or expreſs. 
I believe there is ſome ſuch Inconceiv- 
able Diſtinction in the Godhead, con- 
ſiſtent with the Unity of God, and the 
proper Foundation of all thoſe Marks 
and Expreſſions of Diſtinction applied 
in Scripture, to Father, Son, and Holy 
Ghoſt, becauſe, I am perſuaded, the 
Scripture has faid ſo; and neither Na- 
\ tural Reaſon, nor Catholick Tradition, 
contradict that Senſe lunderftand Scrip- 
ture in, upon this Article.“ 

I have proved, that the Church of 
England does uſe the Term Perſon in the 
Orthodox Senſe of the Word, making a 
proper Diſtin&ion between Father, Son, 
and Holy Ghoſt, and yet not Three 

| Gods. 
by the Chriſtian Verity, 
ledge every Perſon by himſelf to be 
5 God and Lord; ſo are we forbidden 
the Catholick Religion, to ſay, 
3 There be Three Gods, or Three Lords. 
' I have ſaid, that no Expreſſions can 
make this Doctrine plainer than the „ 
ture Language has made it; and that the 
Diftinction that is in the RINITY, can- 
3 dot be Ps Led any Words that can 
1 polibly- 
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oe, like as we are compelled  g, 4, 


to acknow- than. 
Creed. | 
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92 The Scripture DOCTRINE of the 
4 _ poſſibly be Invented by Man. And for 
this Reaſon, I conclude, that it is a Difhi- 
cult Matter, to tranſlate thoſe Terms by 
which the Antient Fathers expreſſed this 
Diſtinction, and neither Miſ interpret 
their Words, nor miſtake their Mean- 
in 3 
1 . Juſſin Martyr * aſſerts, That the 
* 5. Jon is diſtin from the Father in theſe 
| p. 315. Words, JE! WW (12100 TY N 9 . 4 eO. 
Edit, Ceb. 4 J tuink 1 it is a difficult Matter to 
tranſlate ke Or right: If you ſay 
means another Perſon in the Eccleſiaſti- 
cal Senſe of the Word; that is not the R 
Engliſh to it. If you ſay in Dr. Clarke's 1 
Senſe of the Word; that is neither true, | 
nor the Engliſh to the Word. If you ſay, Tc 
Another Thing in Effect; that Notion mM 
cannot take Place here, nor. is that the | 


C 
* 
3 


Author's Meaning. If you fay, Another 5 
Thipg only, then you give no determi- | 
ned Senſe of the Word; and yet, per- J 


haps, it muſt be rendered a Thing, what- I 

ever that be, and be tranſlated thus: jo 

»The Thing Begotten is another Thing, | 

* (whatever that be) in Number from [| 

the Thing Begetting, * 2 

1 Dr. Clarke affirms. + Unnus does not re- | © 
oY preſent Being but © Perſon, which is al- ft 
p. 43: © ways expreſt by the Maſculine Ad je- Fl 
© Rive, and by it only, there being no 
4 other Word— 


by which it ever was, 


g or can L! be e Perſona 18 


mus Sum.— 


| eſe Apollo, 
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© 2 Word of a quite different Senſe. And 

he profeſſes, If there be any one Paſ- * Bid. ps 
ſage in any one Greek or Latin Writer *.. 
in the World, accurate or inaccurate, 
wherein the Word Ls unus] or any o 

ther Maſculine Adjective, placed abſo- 
lutely without any antecedent Sub— 
ſtantive (as #&!'s and 4s are placed 

in this Text, St. Marr. 19. 17. can poſ- 

bly ſignify either Thing or Being, or 

any Thing elle but Perſon, I will ac- 
knowledge my Explication of this Text 

to be erroneons 

Anſw. I have already produc'd two 

ſuch Paſſages T; here then I ſhall only F chap. 8. 


5 ; 


Ln neu = oa. 


6 


add one more, Viz, a Quotation taken .- 


by him, out of Novatian I], who is an | Comm, 
accurate Writer, and an Author very P 85. 

much admir'd by him. Novatian writes 
thus, * S; erat, ut Heretici putant, Pater * cap. 22. 
Chriſtus, #portuit dicere ego & Pater, U- pe, y.120. 
Unum Neutraliter of tum, Ed. Por. 
Societatis Concordiam: non Unitatem Per- 1095s 
| fone ſonat. Ut merito unum fit Pater G5 
Pilius, per Concordiam & per Amorem.— 
 Novit hanc Concordie Unitatem &’ Aboſto- 
lus Paulus, cum Per ſonarum tamen Diſtin- 
Cone. — Oni plantat & qui rigat Unum 

ſunt, Quis autem non intelligat, alterum 
alterum Paulum non eundem 
aldue % ſiun Apollo, pariter & Paulum. 

The Doctor ſays, Perſona does not ſig- 
nify ut e Agent, he thould there- 


Fore 


Tertul. O- 


-” 


bite have ernsten it Habit, or Robe, 


or Appearance, or Office. But contrary 
to his Obſervation, he has render'd both 


Unus and Perſona, Perſon, that is Intelli- 


gent Being. Now, Novation argues, that 


Chriſt Feſus the Son is not the Father : 
and therefore Unus in the former Part of 


e i 7 - 7 __ 
- « ©, IE 
= Cont ACE ERR 


this Paſſage, cannot have the ſame Sig— | 


nification, as Alterum, eundem, &. ipſum, 
have in the End of it. For altho' Apol- } 
Jos be one Perſon, and Paul another, and | 


cannot be one and the ſame Intelligent 
Being: Yet altho' the Father is not the 


Son, yet the Father and the Son are one 
and the ſame Intelligent Being: For, as 


the Son 1s God, and yet not another 


God diſtin& from the Father; fo the 


Son is an Intelligent Being, but not ano- 


ther Intelligent Being. Wherefore al- 
tho' it may be, according to Grammar, 
juſt, yet it is not Orthodox, to tranſlate 


tmus here Intelligent Being : It 1s then 


my Opinion, that neither Vn nor Per- 


ona, which are uſed as Synonimous 


Words in this Place, are to be taken ina! 

ſtrict Senſe, but in the Ecclefiaſtical Senſe 
of thoſe Words : in that Senſe that the 
Father and Son are diſtin, are Two, I 
Aud not One. 1 
Dr. Clarke's Tranſlation of the fore: 5 
ſaid Paſſage, runs thus. If Chriſt had 
20 been the Father, as the Hereticks ima- 
Sine; he Would have lard, I and mp 2 | 
| $ £ er | 


R 6. 5 2 


_—_ xc 0 


ha - enn ” 
* oooh ACRES : 


the Father, Son and Ho! 


Sacred and Adorable TRINITY. 


ther am One, [Unus One Perſon]. But 
One in the Neuter Gender, | Unum, 
One Thing, ] ſignifies Agreement of 


Fellowſnip, not Unity of Perſon; ſo 


that the Father and Son are One Thing 

by Agreement and Love, The Apoſtie 

Paul alſo takes Notice of this Unity of 
Agreement, with a Difference of Per- 
* ſons: He that planteth, faith he, and he 

that watereth are One, (One Thing.] | 
Now every Body knows, that yet Apol- 

' los was one Man, and Paul another, 


and not Paul and Apollo, one and the 
| fame Man, 


.. Athanaſi us gives this Account of * Athana- 
his Faith. mL £15 dea, * 40, 


4 9, rieb fie, 1 E geren æ o r- 


| i Det para. 
7. COP H T 


nification of the Word, we ſhould make 


y Ghoſt, Three 


diſtin Beings, Three diſtin Gods: 


I Subliſtence, the Author of the Modeſt 


| Plea, 
© Difference between Being and Subſi- 


telligent Agent; 


„ will tell us, That there is no 


0 ſtence, but this, that the one is an En- 


3 


render It Perſon. 


the Methodiſts 


*. Gods: : If by the Term Perfon IN 2 


the 


| 157 Word, and the other a Latin one::- 
will affirm, That Perſon is a Separate In- 555 
a Diſtinct, Real Being; | vi. p. 
1 and that will make 3 TRIN ITV of 45.5: 


„ ius de 
FSanct. Vir. 


Si p % F evwrly dovyoulor. Tom. 1. 


Now, if we ſhould tranſlate ga Fair. Pa. 
Subſtance , according to the Primitive Sig- 1629. 


10290. 19 


T P. 1295. 


Reply, p-· 


18. 
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96 The Scripture DOCTRINE of the | 
the Theological Senſe of the Word, the | 
Meaning of it may be eaſily miſtaken, | 

and the Author of the Reply to Dr. Va- 

T5446 pretends Do © will aver, that the Þ © 

443 © Word dsa, in all the Antient Greet! 


c 
© Writers, always ſignifies Singular, or | © 
No Individual, Identical Subſtance, and! 
* never Perſon, as diſtinguiſh'd from | © 
Subſtance, except when the Nature of þ * 
the Thing ſpoken of, determinates it! 
otherwiſe,” Where fore, I think it beſt, Þ 
to uſe the Word Hypoſtafſis, as it denores an 
a Diſtinction more than Nominal, and ly 
leſs than Eſſential in the TRINIT v. ye 
And ſo render the Paſſage thus. We be 
ſlieve in Father, and Son, and Holy! Cl 
* Ghoſt, a TRINITy of Hypoſtaſes, 52 nls 
ving a Diſtinction, without Diviſion, | ty. 
and a Unition without Confuſion. ” St. * 
Anguſtin ſays, Plerique noſtri qui hæc Gra-| 
co tractant Eloquio Diſcere conſueverint, tu 
Uu Slα,ο , ps d Els quod eli E Gt 
Latinè Unam Eſſentiam, tres Subſtantias, Tt 
ſed non aud emns diſcere Unam Fſſenti-| the 
am, tres Subſtantias, ſed Unam Eſſentian Or 
vel Subſt antiam, tres auiem Perſonas, quem-| 
admodum multi Latini iſta tractantes, G the 
6 digni Authoritate diucerunt, cum alium Me 0 
N = Aug. de dum aptiorem non indenirent, quo enunt1a- the 
inn. E 5. rent V. er bis, quod fine Verbis intelligebant. | 


8, 9. p. 
0 7 And many of us who treat of theſef Ml 


& &A 


8 


Qu 
# ond © 


221. 


anon : 1 hings in the Gives A 0's have been or 


1. % 


wa 
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Þ * 5. e. One Eſſence, three Subſtances: 5 
but we dare not ſay, One Eſſence, three 
| * Subſtances, but One Eſſence or Sub- 

| © tance, and three Perſons ; 3. a8 many of 

| * the Latin, who, treating of theſe 
Things, and worthy of Eſteem, have 
ſaid, when they could not find another 
fitter Way, by which they might ex- 
preſs that in Words, which OF did 
underſtand without Words. 

\| Here then I again ſay, That i it is not 

s | ancaſy matterto tranſlate vxTopacas, juſt- 

J ly, and yet in an Orthodox Senſe. But 

| OF I ſhall obſerve upon this Paſſage, 

| That both the Greek and Latin 
11 Church did then Unanimouſly, and U- 
\- | niverſally believe a TrintTyY in Uni- 
\, þ ty, Three in One Eſſence or Subſtance. 
t.] If you ask, three What? 

. The Anſwer | is beſt made in the Scrip- 
: | ture Language, Father, Son, and Hol 
| Ghoſt; and I have proved, that theſe 

„ Three differ from one another, as Fa- 
i- ther, Son, and Holy Ghoſt, and yet are 
m | One! in Nature and Eſſence. 

„. 2. The Church of Chriſt did bellows: 
&| that the Diſtinction between the F ather, 
10, Son, and Holy Ghoſt, was more than 
1 that of Three Names, or of ſome three 
different Ways of the Divine Being, ma- 
sel nifeſting himſelf towards his Creatures; 
en} or elſe the Greek Church would not have 
| uſed the Term, Three Hhpofaſes, with 
J. e. * Reſpect 


ED... AS. 


wk 


w | = EF 3 * L = — 
FA 
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The Scripture DOCTRINE of the 


Reſpect to the Father, Son, and Holy 
Ghoſt ; and yet that the Difference Was 
not ſo great, that it made them Three 


N 
4 


K K & 


Diſtinct Gods, or elſe the Latin Church g 


for which Reaſon they are not to be!; 


would not have uſed only the Term tres 


** ſonæ. 


3. The Word Perſona, is here taken 
in ſome Senſe of the Word, wherein 5 


. A * 


the Term ela had wont to be uſed; 


tranſlated ſtrictly, but with ſome Lat] 


tude; and, I think, that no Word in] 
E liz, will better anſwer them both in 
this Place, than the Term Perſon, taken] 
in the Theological Senſe of the Word] 
And then St. Auguſtin acquaints us, that] 
© They who handle theſe Matters in the 
* Greek Tongue, ſay, One Eſſence, Thiah 
© Hypoſtaſes. Thoſe who treat of theſt 
8. Things in Latin, ſeeing that they can 
not find out any other more propcth 

a Way in which they can expreſs them- 
* ſelves, ſay, One Eſence or Subſtance [3 
bur Three Per ſons. ; 
Plain, and certain it is, that Diſputs| ; 
may ariſe and do multiply, concerning} 
the Meaning of theſe Terms, and there 
fore | have made as little Uſe as poſſible/ 
of the ſame ; becauſe, as Dr. arerlon 
aſſures us, before either the Term «| 
Farc or Perſona were talk'd of: Th. 1 
Common Faith of * Church 72 all! 

4 one L 


+, wy = fs N Xn 5 5 
. le mean 


along in F ather, Son, and Holy Ghoſt, 
One 'God, into which "ey were Bap- 
| , 12 d. 


Hof Time, as Men grew leſs Pious, 1 


Churches, they inlarged their Creeds 


5 it, and therefore no Room to complain. 


* + Nor is it poſſible that there ſhould f p. 44s 


Cn, 


| ſame Reſpect, and I have proved it from 
| Scripture : And I believe it, tho' I cannot 
explain it. I have prov'd, || that there p. 45: 
are Myſteries in the Chriſtian Religion : 
And ] profeſs myſelf to be One of thoſe 
who adore what we cannot comprehend. 
| I adote the One Only True and Living 
God: Whom I cannot comprehend. And 
ladore the Holy, Bleſſed and Glorious 


Sacred anil' Adorable 'ERINITY. 99 


Dr. Clarke complains,* that,in proceſs * * Introdu- 


Doctrine. 


A 


more Contentious; fo in the ſeveral 


*. 


and Confeſſions of Faith. 
Anſw. Hereticks were the Occaſion of 


The Author of the Modeſt Plea, ſa ys, 


be in any Subſtance, a real Diſtinction 
Internal and Neceſſary, and a Sameneſs 
or Identity at the ſame Time, of the 
fame Thing; becauſe it implies this 
Contradiction, That it is, and. is not. 
An ſw. There may, if it be not in the 
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CHA P. X. Porn oy 


This following Text of Scripture is | 
Genuine. 1 l 
1 St. John, ch. 5. v. 7. ; 
For there are Three that bear Witneſs in | I 

Heaven, The Father, the Word, and tbe 
Hoh i And theſe Three are One. 1 

#* Delor, 

Clarke's ISSN * H E New Methodiſts affirm, B 
1 oy 1 Fe 1. That this Text, ought not | te 
206, 20). 2 to have much Streſs laid on it I 
-- ner In any Controverſy. le 
„ Anſw. Tis very ſtrange that we may 15 


Medſs not lay ſome Streſs on a Text, that is], 
| _ A found (for any Thing we know to the 11a 
216, 317 contrary) in all the Bibles made uſe of. 
by any Chriſtians, (of what Denomina- z 1 
tion ſoever) in any Part of Europe. 
There is not any one Perſon of Note, 
that ever objected againſt it, for 1500 _.: 
Years after Chriſt, that we hear of. | 
Nor has any one Perſon. that we know} up 
of, produced any one Direct or Poſitive} an 
Proof, that this ſo celebrated a Text sI pe 
not Genuine. They poſitively tell us, 
2. That even in the firſt Enelif Bibles th 

© after the Reformation, in the Time ol| * 
1.5 Heng the VIIIth, and Edward the VI ch th 


* this Text was Printed! in a different 
F „Characten | 


þ 

1 IS 
„ be”; 
* A . 


Sacred and Adorable TRINITY; 


|. © Character, to ſignify its being wanting 


in the Original ; 
came afterwards to be neglected. 


Anſw. I have had an Opportunity on- 


ly to conſult 4 or 5 of thoſe Bibles. 


But this Diſtinction is not obſerv'd in 
\ Tindale's New Teſtament, Printed in King 
Henry's Time, A. D. 1536. 

Vor in Tindales Bible, Printed in the 
| | Year 1549, in K. Edward's Miene 
It is indeed obſerv'd in Matthere“s 
Bible, Printed A. 1551. and in one Prin- 

ted 4. D. 1566. 


And this Diſtinction was juſtly Neg- 


lected afterwards. Namely, in the Lear 


1583, Sc. They fay, 
„That altho' it be ſaid, that this, 


| has. been found in a Manuſcript in 
. England, yet © Eraſmus himſelf, who is 
* the only Perſon that mentions it; de- 
* clares at the ſame time, that he did 


not believe there was any ſuch Thing. 
Anſw. This Text is in Eraſmus his E- 


dition, Printed 4. D. 1522. And his Note 
upon the Place, does not there declare 
pay ſuch Thing, but only that he ſu- 


ſpected that the Britiſh M. S. was corre- 


Red by the Latin Copies. * There was „ ,,,...; i 
| then a M. S. wherein this Paſſage was in- 1. Fp. 
ſerted in the Body of the Text, altho' 7 7 
5 that M. S. be now Joſt. They add, 
5 5 


4. That 


which Diſtinction 
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That Dr. Mills obſerves, © That no | 
. Body could ever find in the Vatican 

© Library, any M. 8. which had this | 
Let: 2 bh 
An ſio. F. Ame lotte (days Mr. Martin) * 
* Exani- * has aſſured us, That he ſaw this Text | * 
nag dect in the © moſt Antient Manuſcript in the 
7 39% <© Patican Library. * 
Here then we have an Account: of a- 
nother, and that a very Antient Greek} v 
Manuſcript that has this diſputed Text] tl 

in it. But they are Poſitive, 
5. That it does not appear with any] 
© Certainty, to have ever been found in| J 
any Manuſcript Copy, of the — 6 


* Greer ata pa 
Anfw. This Famons Texe; is in an An. tt 

* tient Greek Manuſcript at Berlin, 7 5 | | al 
bee And this diſputed ſeventh Verſe, 1s s 7 


of this found in the Body of the Text, in a 7 
1 Greek Manuſcript 0 the New Teſtament by 1 
in the Library at Dublin College, ſup . 
i Sid. pos'd to be 5 or 6 Hundred Years old. 
Wy And theſe are Poſitive and Invincible 4 
| Proofs of the Genuineneſs of this Sacred! & 
Text; and utterly ſubvert all that the fl 

Mew Methodifts ha ve advanced againt it. P 

Now theſe Manuſcripts being Older t 

than the Invention of the Art of Prin} ! 

ting amongſt the Europeans, do incline | * 

one firmly to believe, that thoſe who 

at the firſt, printed the Greek Teſtament | ? 

With this Text i in it, did not do it with. 1 

3 | 2 dul, F 


Sacral and Adorable TRI NIT v. 


[ out the Authority of ſome Greek Manu- 


*. 0 


ber ax But they imagine, 


f „That an unprejudic'd Reader 
5 weld preſently gueſs, from the Mar- 


* ginal Note in the very Complutenſian 


t © Edition itſelf, that the Editors put in 
* this Text upon the Authority of Tho- 


* mas A qQUINAS. 


Anſu, There were then Greet MSS. 
which had this Text in them; and 
therefore I think it more Reaſonable and 


| 15 to conclude, That they did not in- 
ſert this Paſſage into the Body of the 


Text, without the Authority of ſome 


Greek Manuſcripts, Beſides, the di Tpes 


I f eis T9 27 601, in the oth Verſe of 
this Edition, this does not anſwer ex- 


actly to, the Hi tres unum ſunt, in Tho- 


| mas Aquinas ; and this is a good Argue 


ment, that 1t was retain'd, not upon the 


Authority of Thomas Aquinas, but of 
. ſome Andes M. S. 


Mr. Martin informs us, * That Car- * Lernen 


anal Ximenes, with immenſe Care and 
Charge, collected all the MSS. he could 


printed in ſeveral Languages; and that of 


the New Teſtament was finiſh'd, An. Dom. 


1514, but did not appear in the World 
4 Bo ſome Time after. 5 


Now I'll venture to "OI (which 


H 4 ſeripts, 


find, in order to have a correct Bible 


&c. p. 70. 


l is no extraordinary Suppoſition) that this 
| Text was in ſome one of thoſe Manu- 
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ſcripts. And then it will follow, that I 


there was one Greek M. S. in Britain, an- 
other in Itah, another in Germany, an- 
other in Ireland, and another in Spain, 
in all which was found this controver- 
ted Text. 

And Robert Stephens printed, with a 
great deal of Care and Exactneſs, the New 
 Teftament | in Greek. J. D. 1546, 1549, 1550, 
1551. And this Text was inſerted in his 


Greek. Teſtament upon the Authority of | 
at leaſt two Manuſcripts: So that there 


has been ſeen, at leaſt, ſeven Greek Manu- 


ſcripts with this Verſe in every one of 


5 Dot them. But Dr. Clarke objects,“ 


Letter to 7. 'That Stephens had ah Nei Ma. | 
Dr. Wells, nuſcripts of St. John's Epiſiles, and that 
* ++ it is a Miſtake to think, that he incer- | 


e alſo 


Modeſt ted this Celebrated Text upon the Autho- | 


Plea. p. 


3 THY of any one of them. 


fore, if the Copies refer? d to, by Mr. Ste- 


_ phens, in the Margin, imply (as Dr. Mills | 
and Dr. Clarke after him, would have it) 
that this Text was wanting in thoſe Se- | 
ven Manuſcripts, it will, however fol- | 


+Mr. Mar- 


rin'sDifſer-. low, that it was in the other Two Ma- | 


tation. p. muſeripts, which is enongh. + 
60. &c, 


Exam. 


 Anſw. 1. The Learned and Faithful 
MI. Stephens had, atleaſt, 9 Manuſcripts | 
by him of St. John. s Ep iſles : And there- | 


2. Mr. Martin very Learnedly and In- | 
By. Acc. geniouſly obſerves, That the Obelus let |. 
9? 93: over theſe three Words 1 in the ER Verſe, | 


E 3 | | | | 5 5 5 


| Sacred and Adorable T RINIT v. 


2 76 pave, does not cut off the whole 
| Verſe ; for then it would have been ſet 
at the Head of this Verſe, and the Semi- 

circle at the Cloſe, or after „ Which be- 
gins the 2th Verſe : But the Obelus is, 
and ought to be ſer at the Head of thoſe 

three Words, in the middle only of the 

Verſe, and a ſmall Parentheſis is added 
after %x», which demonſtrates, that 
only thoſe three Words were wanting, _ 

but not the reſt of the Verſe, in thole "#4 

Manuſcripts deſcribed by their proper 
Numera! Letters. And Mr. Stephens ex- "ol 
| preſly declares, © That he had ſome Ma- oY 
nmuſcripts of the moſt venerable an- 3 
tiquity; and that he had abſolutely . 
put nothing into the Edition which he 
could not juſtify by divers of his Ma- 
nuſcripts, and thoſe the beſt,” 

And this Paſſage, ſays Bea, in his 
| | Annatations upon the Text, is in ſome 
| © Antient Manuſcripts of Robert Ste- 
pb. f Ar. Mar. 
And this expreſs and poſitive Evidence S p57. 
touching a Matter of Fact, is of more 
) Weight than all the Critical Obſerva- 
- | tions of the New Methodiſts. 
- | Moreover, in the 8th Century, the "0 
- þ Latin Bibles were corrected in the time 44 
Jof the Emperor Charles the Great. And = 
- WE. Simon ans, That this Paſſage is cx. 165 . of thy 3 
t tant in a Copy written eight Hundred x. iw. tt 


, Fears 480, in the time of Lotharius . 8. 
Ti _ | tran- p. 3· p · 8c. 
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The Scripture bös of the 


tranſcribed, as he ſuppoſes, from that y 


under the Emperor Charles the Great. 
Now this is one of the moſt Antient 


Latin Manuſcripts of the New Teftament, „ 


treating of the ſeveral Sorts of Baptiſms: 


our Adverſaries urge, 


NF * Greek Father (in any Genuine Work) 1 


that is extant; and it is a very good | {x 


Teſtimony that this Text is Genuine, be- ;1 
cauſe Charles the Great his Bible was | b 
Corrected, ſays F. Simon, by the Greek u 
and Syriack Copies, * But the New Me- = 


: moos 3 e 


* That the Author of the Book, de | 
£ 15 Hereticorum, (allowed to be! 


Contemporary with Cyprian) cites the 
© Words before and after, but not this 1 


* 7th Te. F 
Anſw. But what they ien in | this = 
Caſe; is not ſtrong enough to ſupport ſoÞ| ,, 


Momentous a Concluſion ; for this An- 4 


tient and Judicious Author did not o- 2, 


| mit this Text, becauſe it was not Genu- 


ine, but becauſe i it was nothing in the | 15 
World to his Purpoſe, who was only!“ 


For it was in the Latin Bibles of thoſe} 1 
Times, as will be prov d by and by. But] v 


. * That it was never eie by any 


in the whole Arian Controverſy, be 1 
8 3 or after the Nicene Council. . 
An ſw. J. That Controverſy was nit E's 


about the TRINIT Y, wherefore it's no 
Wonder ? 


- together 400 Biſhops at Car- . 24. 
thage, A. D. 484, and they ap- 


up a Confeſſion of Faith, which 


Z made uſe of, 


wander ihn it was not very often 

qu uoted by them. 

21. In the Reign of King Hu- 
nerich : * there were aſſembled 


pointed four of them to draw 
Tom. 9. p 


was preſented to the King by 169. 
ten of them: And in this Con- 
feſſion they ſay, © That it may appear 


more clear than the Light, that the 


* Holy Ghoſt is of the ſame Divinity 
« wh the Father and the Son; it 1s 


proved by the Teſtimony of St, John 
the Evangeliſt : For, he ſays, There 
are Three which bear Record in Heaven, 
the Father, the Word, and the Holy Ghoſt, 
IJ and theſe Three are One. + 


Now, altho' theſe were not Greek Fa- 


=. Exagr. Scholaſt. 
lid. 3. c. 20 5.4. 
Victur Vi- 
tenſ. de Per ſec. Au 
fric, lib. 2. in Biba | 
 Tieth. Patrani. 


. 636. 


Ed. Lugd. 4. 


4Mr. Mars 
tin's Diſ- 
ſertatione, 


Z thers, yet here this Text is directly and 5 35, 375 
evidently cited in the Arian Controverſy, ? 
and argues that it was in the Old Iralick 
| Verſion above 1200 Years ago: For that 
was the Verſion that was then generally 

| and if it had then been 
| 'wanting in the Greek Teſtament, they 
would have ſcarce inſerted it, with ſo 
much Aſſurance, in a © Confeſſion | of 
Faith preſented to an Arian King, upon 

| very ſolemn Octafion. This is a Te- 

x e by” ſsme > of 8 
| And 
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And there is a Dialogue, which is writ: 
ten in Greek, and printed with St. Atha- 
naſius's Works, and was compoſed, ſays 


Mr. Martin, when the Diſpute with the 
 Arians was hot in the Eaſt; and this 


f "Diſt. Writer ſays, * We obtain Remiſſion of | 
| 52. A Sin by Baptiſm, in the Form of which | 


© Baptiſm, are named, the Father, the 
on, and the Holy Ghoſt; and St. 
| Gays out 'Fobn hath ſaid, Theſe Three are One. f 
um. Tow, This then is a good Evidence, and ve- 
alba ry much to our Purpoſe; and the laſt 


Words cannot allude to the eighth | 


Verſe, becauſe in all the Greek Copies 
it is not written, Theſe Three are One, 
bur always theſe Three agree in One. £15 
To. &v el. 

The Enemies to this Text urge againſt 
us further, 


10. That it was wanting in all, © even 


'F ' ems Latin Copies, both before and af 
ter Cyprian's Time. 


:- nſw. The Old Italick Latin Verfi on | | 
was 2 Verbal Tranſlation of the Greet | 
Teſtament, and it was very Antient; fo} 


Xx 
& 


1t was generally made uſe of in the Ve- 


ſtern Church, until about the Beginning bl 


x. mon's of the 7th Century. 


Crit, Hiſt. And this Verſe was in this Tralick Ver- ; 


Part 3. p. 


cluding Argument, that it was original“ 


| ng 4 fon, which was the moſt Antient Ver- 
ſion of the New Teſtament ;, and is a con- 
. 

ly 1 in the „ Original Greek Teſtament. Ter- 
tullian I 


* 


F 


25. ſays, 


a K 


8 * 3 — 4.4 8 


A 


the Second Century, 


without an) 
} 73d Epiſtle to Tubaianus. 
And it is plain, that he there does re- 


1 fer to this Text, becauſe in his Treatiſe 
5 N 


Sacred and Adorable TRAIN IT v. 


tullian lived in the Second Century, and 
in his Treatiſe againſt Praxeas, Chap. 
* Feſus ſaid of the Holy Ghoſt, 
He ſhall take of Mine, as he had taken 
of the Father; and thus the Conne- 


gion of the Father with the Son and of 


8 


8 


theſe Three to be united together; the 
which Three are [Unum.] One Thing, 
not [ Unus] One Perſon; AS it is ſaid, 
and my Father are One. 


© 


A 


of St. Fobn 7 
this Verſe was in the Tralick Verſion in 
and was referr'd 


Talſo think that Unus One, 


does 5 ſignify One Perſon, in the com- 
mon Uſe of the Word, but according 

to the Eccleſiaſtical Senſe of the Word; 

for, otherwiſe, it will not be true that 
* they are not One. | 
And it cannot, with any Certainty, 
be affirm'd, that Tertullian had not this 


Text in View, becauſe he uſes no Mark 


of Quotation ; for this was a Thing com- 
mon amongſt the Fathers. 

| Thus St. Cyprian refers to this Text, 
Mirk of Quotation in his | 


109 


the Son with the Holy Ghoſt, cauſeth 


. | * 3 5 
the Words Oui tre 7 unt, pr. 
Nov d Qui tres Unum / 4 


515. 


| are manifeſtly the ſame with the Words Ed. Par. 


and, I think, prove that TM A⁴t- 
tin's Diſ- 


ſert. P4 8. 


to, in this Place, by Tertullian. And by 
the Bye, 


een. 
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110 The Scripture Doctrine of the 

| of the Unity of the Church, he produ- 
ces this Paſſage as the Words of St. John. 
And, 

It is ver. Evident that St. Cyprian, in 
the third Century, quotes this Verſe ; 
His Words are theſe, © Our Lord faith, 
I and my Father are One; and again it 

is written, of the Father, the Son, 


* 4 De Unit: © are One. * ce 


ED underſtood to be meant, of the Father, 
+ Biblioth, the Son, and the Holy Ghoſt. : 


guilty of. 


© and the Holy Ghoſt, and theſe Three 


155 75 p. But the Methodiſts oreſs us with the | 
Stir Teſtimony of Facundus, who lived two 
Hundred Years after St. Cyprian ; but | 
_ poſitively affirms, That what Jobn the 
Apoſtle ſays, v. E Of the Spirit, of the Þ 
Water, and the Blood, the Bleſſed Cyprian Þ 


Parrum. Anf. Facundus might be miſtaken, and | 
207-7 then his Evidence is but of very ſmall | 
Account: And that he was liable to! 
Miſtakes | is certain; for, he ſays, By! 

* the Spirit, ” is meant the Father; which“ 
= 76 Miſtake, which the Learned and! 
Judicious St. e, I believe, was not 


And, I think, it is certain that he | is | 
Miſtaken, becauſe Pulgentius, an African 
Biſhop, and who lived ſome time before 
e in the Beginning of the 6th} 7? 
Century, ſays, * The Father is one, the] K 
© Son another, and the Holy Ghoſt ano | 
* ther; diſtinct, [ ay, as to cheir — * 

ue 
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not diſtinct as to their Nature: And 
for this Reaſon *tis ſaid, I and the Fa- 
ther are One; the Word One reſpects 
the Nature, 'the Term ære denotes the 
Perſons: In like manner, tis ſaid R 
are Three which bear Record in Heaven, ROY 
* the Father, the Word, and the Hoh 
* Ghoſt, and theſe Three are One. c 
And St. Fulgentius ſays, «This, the "PR | 
| © Bleſſed Martyr St. Cyprian has, withal, 
acknowledged, writing in his Epiſtle 
concerning the Unity of the Church, 
it is written, of the Father, the Son, 
land the Holy Gboſt, that theſe Three are 4k 
On. + + Diſere. A 
St. Falter does not repeat the Paſ- 1 > whoa 1104 
| Rong from St. Cyprian, upon his arguing ont. Ari: 
| from the 8th, but the 7th Verſe, which 3 * 
3 ſufficiently proves, that St. Cyprian re- Tom. 9. 
fers to the Text in diſpute, and that it p. 4 
o was in the Copies of the New Teſtament, 
yl. before, and in, as well as after his Time. 
But 'the New Methodiſts ſpeak Poſi- 
46 tively, * That the Teſtimony of Fulgen- Ai 
of | fins, proves only, that this Text- be 
Iban to come into the Latin Copies 17 
A: about the Beginning of the eth Cen IH 
wwe bl Reply, This is a very poor Evaſion EE K 
th for it was certainly in the Latin Copies : 1 ] 
he] long before this Time: The Truth of 
10, Which will further appear bet the fol- 4 
ns; lowing Authorities. 
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Os DE. ee = 


| Ep. Beat. Hi er. 
aud Damaſ. Papam in 
quat.  Evangel:ſlas& 
Prolog. in Sept. Ep. 
Canonices, In Ca- 
talog. Scriptor, Re- 
cle ſi aſt. 3 ] 
Tom. x, p. 1 
Franc. 1684, 
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The Scripture DOCTRINE of the 


Ferome at the cloſe of the fourth 
Century, reviſed the then Common La- 


tin "oo Teſtament, which, at that Time, 
was greatly corrupted in ſeveral | 
Places; and corrected the ſame by 


the Greek Copies. * 


ven Canonical Epiſtles, he com- 
plains of unfaithful Tranſlators, 
for inſerting in this Place, only, 
theſe three Words, Water, Blood 
and Spirit, He adds, (Er Patris, 


I Verbique ac Spiritus Teſtimonium omit- 


pon re, in quo maxime & Fides Catholi- 
ca roboratur - Et Patris, & Fili, & Spi- 


ritus Santi, 


Una Divinitatis Subſtantia 
comprobatur. (That is) © And omitting 
the Teſtimony of the Father, and the 
* Word, and the Spirit, in which, both 
* the Catholick Faith 1s chiefly con- 
firm'd; and the one Subſtance of the 


5 Divinity of the Father, and the Son, | 
and the Holy Ghoſt is prov'd, „„ 
And this is a Direct and an Authentick | 
Proof, that this Text was then in ſome | 
Copies : and ougnt to have been in al 


+ BiBlioth, the reſt. ＋ 


Patrum. 


ad 
| Tom. 5. 
4 P» 729. 
1 | £5 8 Re 
jt g 

k 
W 


And Freilus of Topſe um, who liv'd in Þ 
the ſame Age with St. Ferome) map 
Treatiſe againſt Varimadus an Arian, Þ 
has this excellent Paſſage, Vis. If they, 

” i. e. the Hereticks) 


urge againſt you, 


* theſe Words of the Son of God, The} 
# 6. a ther | 


* * i _ 


Re 9 2 — 5 9 
Et x en NN 11 : 


x þ * 4 * 5 * 
* * * la) A 


And in nis Pre face 0 the Se⸗ 3 


ä 


* 


* * 


32e ig >, oF eo, roo Mok 


8 


— 


1 '* Father is greater than 1. Anſwer, The 
| 1 and. che Father are One - 


Word, and the Holy 


in the Beginning of the- Fifth 
Century, has quoted the two fa- 
mous Paſſages in the 5th Chap. 
of the 1 Epiſt. of St. John, both 
that of the Three Witneſſes in Earth, and 
the Three Witneſſes in Heaven, ſaying, 


N I 
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Father is Greater than the Son con- 
. ſider'd as Mau, having taken Humane 
Nature upon him; but the Son is E 
'* qual to'the Father, in his Divine Na- 
ture; according to what he has ſaid, 
Agreeable 
John has 


* to which, 15 that which Sr. 


* ſaid, in his Epiſtle to the Parthians : 
1 There are Three that bear Record in 
Earth, c. and Three that bear Re- 


cord in Heaven, the Father, the 
Ghoſt. * 
St. Eucherius, ? (who flouriſh'd 35 


* Mr. Martin's 


Spirit. . 11. As 
in bibl. 153 


P Er 6. p. 838. 


(as to the TRINITY) + We read in St. 
* Tobn's Epiſtle, There are Three which 


bear Record in Heaven, the Father, the 
* Word, and the Holy 
Þ are Three that bear Witneſs in Earth, 


Ghoſt : And there 


t the Spirit, the Water, and the Blood. 5 


Now theſe two Texts being here quo- 
ted together, St. Eucherius's Evidence is 
conſiderably the ſtronger, for the Con- 
firmation of what I am contending for; 
that this 7th Verſæ was in the Antient i 
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Nou here I ſhall dd no more Auth! 
rities, ſave only One. But that ſhallf' « 
be, that New but very valuable Teſti 
mony of Caſſiodorius, that Learned and] : 
Pious Roman. Now, Caſſiodorius, Com-. : 
 plexiones in  Eviſtalas, Acta ApoſiolsÞ F 
rum, G. Apocalyſin, was a Piece that wi. f 
7 

t. 


— 4 — e OS 
A 


given up as irrecoverably loſt, but wa 
lately found at Verona, and publiſh? da © 
Florence, from a very Antient Manuſcript ] 
by Scipio Mafſeins, A. D. 1721. Ib © 
Excellent Author's Deſign, in 1 BookſÞ < 
is to diſcover the true abi of the} « 
Sacred Oracless. 5 
3 And his Method is, not to Diſcuſs 6 > 
» N he ſays ) every Word; but to ſet domſÞ © 
Tx ſome Verſe, or ſome Part of a Verſe, will 
ans & cetera, or & ſequentia, and the like «- 
and then to explain the ſame, togethe . 
with ſome of the following Verſes. „ 
And in his Interpretation of the Si « | 
cred Texts, he ſometimes makes uſe of | 
the Words of Scripture which occur it | x5 
ſome of thoſe Verſes which he is ex Um 
plaining: And thus expounding tha St 
1 Portion of Scripture, Rom. 9. from v.! By 
= to v. 14. he inſerts that Invincible Prod T 
be of our Saviour's Real Divinity, thu” * 
Ex quibus Natus eſt, ſecundum Carnen, Th 
Dominus Chriſtus, Qui eſt ſuper Omni 7. 
Des Benedictus in Seculi, Of who 
as concerning the F. leſh, the Lord Chriſ ac 
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wat _ -\ 
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- inÞ 
ens 
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"= © © was born, Who is over all, God. Bleſſed N 


ih 


4 
2 


7 ever. 


And this Noble Tedliank hö flouriſh'd *Dr-pinz Wi 


at the Beginning of the Sixth Century) Eeclef. 
explaining the fifth Chapter of Fobr's 5 


7, and 8, he does thns Paraphraſe thoſe 775: 


} wo Verſes. © Cui rei teſtificantur in Ter- 


* rd, tria Myſteria; Aqua, Sanguis, & Spi- 


r Que in Paſſions Domini leguntur, 


* impleta; in Cœlo autem Pater, & Filius, 


1308 Spiritus Sandus; & hi tres nus eſt 
Deus. To which Thing. 1 Namely, 


© That Feſus is the Chrift” &c] There 


hath 


JN, if 


oo 
18h 


nut 


rolf in heh, above Eleven undred Years 


en That the Difp ate 
Teftament, 0b only in Africa, but alſo 


2 * 


* 


are three Myſteries which bear Wit- 


© neſs 1 in Earth; Water, Blood and the 
Spirit: Which we read fulfill? d in the 
Paſſion of the Lord: And in Heaven, 
the Father, and the Son, and the Holy 
boſßt; and theſe Three is One- God.“ 
The Tran {poſition of the Verſes is not 
es And this Antient Writer does 
Interpret the Et hi Tres Unum ſunt (in 
St. John, And theſe Three are One:) 


By. Et hi Tres Untis eff Deus „(And theſe 


Three is One . 
Here then we 2750 4 clear Ev ejdence, 
Text was in the New 


I. I 


H o Vol, 


p. 43+ 


Epiſtle to the Parthians, 0 as he calls it) Lon = 
from v. 1. to v. 9. F when he cofties to tP.12 
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For, as Caſſiodorius's Paraphraſing the 
other Verſe, 1s a plain Proof, that it was 
then in the New Teſtament : So his In- 
terpreting the Verſe in Diſpute, is a plain 
Demonſtration, that it was then in the 
Body of the Text; 'for, otherwiſe, we 
ſhould not have had his Interpretation 


of it. And if we compare the Texts of | 
Scripture, quoted by this Excellent Au-] 
thor, we may perceive, that he did net 
ther make Uſe of the now Vulgar La- 
tin Teſtament, nor St. Ferome's ; 2 the 


Verſion he makes Uſe of, is very Dif- 
ferent both from the Vulgar Latin Bi. 


ble, and from St. Ferome's Bible: Hence 
* infer, that our Author made Uſe of anſÞ © 
Tralick Verſion more Antient than St. Je- 
rome s Bible; and conſequently, that! 


this Seventh Verſe was in St. John's E. 
piſtle, thirteen Hundred Years ago. 


deal of Care and Pains to underſtand 


Verſion. * E. D. 


And, for as much as Caſſiodorius was] 
very Learned, and had taken a great 


the Holy Scriptures; I think it is no 
unfair Poſtulatum to ſuppoſe, that he 
had conſulted the moſt Antient, Cor. 
rect, and Authentick Exemplars, that! 
were then in the Roman Church: And“ 
from hence I conclude, That this Con- Z 
troverted Text was in the Old Lalic 


E 


Dr. 
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dt noe. ox . a ee 


if ? 


R „ 
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Dr. Clarke, ſays, That the Senſe of „.“ 
the Apoſtle is Compleat without thus p. 206, 
Seventh Verſe. 

'  Anſw, And ſo it is with it. 

And as, it was never objected, that 

we hear of, that this Text was ſpuri- 

ous and Interpolated, for many Hun- 

dred Years after it had been quoted 

by ſeveral very Ancient Authors, al- 
ready produc'd: So the Expreſſions in 
this Text, are all of them in the Style 
of St. Jobn, and have a Perfect Con- 

* neRtion with that which goes before 

© them, and with that which follows after 
1 them. The preceding Verſes relate to 
the Perſon of Feſus Chriſt, and his Dig- 
th © nity, as the Mefrah and Son of God; 
„and the Words of the Seventh Verſe 
Confirm thoſe great Truths, before re- 
s © lated, by the Depoſition of Three 
ith * Witneſſes, the Father, the Word, and 
df © the Holy Ghoſt. To theſe Three Wit- 
neſſes, from Heaven, are joyn'd in the 
ne following Verſe, Three Witneſſes in 
r-þ * Earth, the Spirit, and the Water, and 
ath * the Blood. The Words are very ſtrict 
nal ly, and very juſtly connected; and one 
.] Verſe exactly anſwers to the other: 
ict * There is the ſame Teſtimony through- 
bout, the ſame Number of Witneſſes. A 
7 Diſtindtion, and an Oppoſition of the 
ml * Places where they are, The Three 
| « Witneſſes of the eighth Verſe are in 
1 ; | s 1 3 | P Earth, 


S rr 


; Oe” T. he Scripture D OCTRINE of the 
| Earth, and the Three Witneſſes of the 


"Sons 4 rend Verſe are in Heaven: And 


the eighth Verſe, where the Three that 


bear Witneſs in | Earth, agree in One, re- | 
fers us back to the Seventh Verſe; | 


» MMar- where the Three that bear Record i in Hes. 


tin's Di/. 
| ſert. p.25. 


1 + Doc lor 
Clarke's 


Script. 


Doctrine. 


p. 106, 
107. 


ven, are declar'd to be One. | 


11% %. The New Methodiſts ſend us 


to Mr. Emiyn's ae os into this Text, 
4 Tous. 5e 7. 1 


Anſw. And I remit e to Mr. A. 


tin's Crit. Diſſertations upon this Text, 
and his Examination of Mr. Emlyn's An- 


ſwer to' his Diſſertation. Printed at Lon- 
| don. 1719. And to his Genuineneſs 
of ͤ the ent of the firſt Epiſtle of 


St. Fobn. Ch. 5. v. 7. Oc. Tranflared 
you the French, and Printed at London 


* 
2 
* 4 P 
$5 
+8 
T . 
no 
«gd 
ph 
* 
* 
1 
LY 
F 
A 


— pune. CBI  %Y 


4 „„ 
— 


Sacred and Aerie * fd N 1 T v. 


eee CES 


TIE 429 


eee 


I Remarks upon YL Particular Notions 
4d Aſſertions | of the” New Me⸗ 
 thodifts. 


Tay Bec Tanks in e 


his really Exiſted from all 
Eternity and yet, as to the Man- 
ner how jt can be, there is nothing in 
* Nature more Difficult for the Mind of 
Man to conceive, than this very firſt 
ö plain aud Self. evident Truth. 
* The Uſe, ſays be, T would make of 


I, this Obſervation, is this: That ſince 


all Qneſtions concerning the Nature 
and Perfections of God, or concerning 
any Thing to which the Idea of Eter- 
nity or Infinity is joyn'd; tho' we 


poſitions to be true, yet it is impoſ- 
ſible for us to comprehend, or frame 
any Adequate or Compleat Ideas of 
* the Manner how the Things ſo De- 
monſtrated can be: Theter, when 
- once N Propoſition is clearly De- 
11 * monſtrared 


if 
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can, indeed, demonſtrate certain Pro- 


47 


>" R A 
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monſtrated to be true ; it ought not 
to diſturb us, that there be, perhaps, 
perplexing Objeckions on the other 
Side, which for want of Adequate J. 


of the Things Demonſtrated, are not 
© eaſy. to be cleared. Ty 


This Obſervation is juſt, "and Conſe- } 
quently, we have good Reaſon to re- | 


main ſted*aſt in our Faith, altho' Men 


of great Learning and Subtilty can raiſe 
ſome very artful Objections againſt our 


Scripture Doctrine of the TRINIT V. 


" Reply to 


Dy. Wat. 


Defence. 
5. 433 
f hy by 


434 


„ OO 


is * * 


Becauſe I have prov'd from Reaſon, 
that there is a God, and from Scripture, 


that there is a TalixfTv, Father, Son, 
and Holy Ghoſt. | have proved from the 
Sacred Oracles, that there is a manifeſt 


Diſtinctior. between theſe Three ; and 


have demonſtrated, that the Either 150 
God, the Son God, and the Holy Ghoſt 


God. And yet 1 have alſo evidently 
made 1t our, that this Diſtinction is not 


To great, but that the Father, Son, and 


Holy Ghoſt, are but One Ged ; the One 
God of Chriſtians, 


2, It is ſaid, That Dr. Clarke's * Scheme 
E being eaſily expreſſed in the very 
Words of Scripture, and containing in 
it no Contradiction to Reaſon, is not 
liable to the fame Difficulties, with 
Dt. Waterland's, who never 179 much 


; 


deas of the Manner of the Exiſtence f 


* as once attempts to e in ene” 
- ture 


8 


x proper Senſe, abſolutely Su- 
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ture Words; (as a Scripture Doctrine, 
it were reaſonable to expect, might 
poſſibly have been expreſſed) Ste 
Now the New Methodiſts main- 


. * Dy. Clarke 
1 tain, * That there is one Su- 22% 2 
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preme Cauſe, and Original of 2- b. 209. Gr. 


Prop. 1, 7, 9. 4 
all Things, the Supreme Per- , 3 1 ** 


ſon of the Father, who, alone, Feyh to Dr. Wa- 


is, 
* preme over all: Self. exiſtent, Self- 
ſufficient, Unoriginate, Underived, 
Unbegotten, Independent. With this 
Firſt and Supreme Cauſe, or Fa- 
ther of all Things, there has exiſted 
from the Beginning, a Second Divine 
" Perſon, which is his Word, or Son, 
Inferior and Subordinate to the Fa- 
ther in Nature, Authority, Dominion 
and Worſhip. With the Father and 
the Son, there has exiſted from the 
| Beginning, 3 Third Divine Perſon which 
is the Spirit of the Father, and of the 
Son; which Holy Spirit, as he is ſub- 
ordinate to the Father; ſo he is alſo 
in Scripture, repreſented, as Subor- 
 * dinate to the Son, both by Nature, and 
by the Will of the Father; ; excepting. 
only, that he is deſcribed as being the 
Conductor and Guide of our Lord, du- 
ring his State of Humiliation here on 
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Now this the Talxir v of*the New 
Merhodiſts, is very far from being ex- 
preſſed in Scripture Words. 


. And; believe, that ſuch a TRINITy 


bk chree Diſtinck Intelligent Beings, the 
TY Supreme Perſon of the Father, and an- 
bother Subordinate Inferior God, and 
another Diſtinct Inferior Divine Perfon, 


has no Foundation in the Sacred Oracles, 
nor was fever before taught by any Par⸗ 


ticular Church of Chriſt, in any Age of 


the N Church, in any Part of the 
World. 


And, Supreme perſon of the ache | 


is no Scriptural Expreſſion. Nor is there 
ſuch à Thing as the Supreme Perſon of 


the Father. as it fignifies an Intelligent 


Agent, Diſtinct from the Son, and "the 
Holy Ghoſt. For, altho' the Son be an 
Intelligent Being, yet he is not another 
Intelligent Agent, Diſtin& from the Fa- 


ther as God, and the {ame is true of the ? 
ply Ghoſt ; for, * Father, Son, and Ho- 


h Ghoſt, are e And Cd 7 is Ons: Gal. 


3. 20. , Unus, One One Divine, Intelli- 


e Neceſarily Exiſting Being. 


. Theſe Learned Divines ſay, Thix Of 


the Supreme Perſon of the Father, i 


Self.exiſtent, Self, ſufficient, Uno : 
nate, Underived, Unbegotten and Inde- I 


pendent. - G 


Here are ſuch an A Num-“ 


ber of Ambiguous, and Unſcriptural 
_ Terms, 
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Terms, as are expreſly condemn'd W 
Dr. Clarke. ” * Doctor 
And if by Self-exiſtent, they mean ys <-_h 
| Vnbegoreen 4 and by Unoriginate and Dogz. 
| Underivd, they mean Neceſſarily Ex- p. 397. 
- | ifting Then, if they had ſaid only, the 
| Father is Neceſſarily Exiſting, Self-ſuf- 
| _ ficient, Unbegotten, and Independent: 
„ This Article would have been leſs clog- 
- | ged with hard Words, and better un- 
derſtood. 
4. The New Methodiſts frequently 
and induſtriouſly inculcate, that there is 
„One Supreme God, and that the Perſon of 1 
| | the Father is that One Supreme God. | + Repher 
ih Dr. Clarke ſays, the Word ©z0:, God, Prefep-14* 
t 
: 


2 B, 5. . 
© has in nps aud in all Books of 1 


e © Morality and Religion, a Relative Sig- 
1 e and not, as in Metaphyti- 
rÞ © cal Books, an Abſolute One. And ” 
= Þ when ſpoken of the Father himſelf, is 
never intended, in Scripture, to expreſs 9 
- | * Philoſophically his Abſtract Metaphy- 1 
|| * fical Attributes; but to raiſe in us a 

- © Notion of his Attributes relative to 
Aus, his Supreme Dominion, Authority, 4 
t Power, Tuſtice, Goodneſs, G. When A 
SF * God the Father is deſcrib'd in the lof- 
i-F * tieſt manner—— Rev. 1. 8. He which 
„i, and which was, and which is to come, 
* © theſe Words are uſed only as a 


1 1 Natural F gundation of his being 
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Þ+ Reply to © 


. 6 Tevloreg Tap Supreme Governour over 


 ſonp. 234 , all. Tf 
and 284. Now, I ſay, in the Firſt Article of 
N ** our Belief, we profeſs our Faith, in God 
the Father, cox ed avea and the New Me- 
thodiſts, to ſerve a Turn, by a little Ar- 
tifice, do frequently and difi ingenuouſly 
tranſlate 5 Tavlovegmep, the Supreme Gc- 
* bid. Re- vernour, and Supreme over all, * which 


| F om ſinifies only, Omnipotent; or, as it is ren- 
der'd in Engliſo in our Creed, Almighty. 


And they likewiſe, to ſerve an H ypo- 


_ theſis, render 5 Oess, the Supreme God: 
„id. Me and o Seos mov own, I the Supreme 
hid. God, inſtead of God, and the God of 
rg the Univerſe : and their Books abound 


with ſuch corrupt Tranſlations. But | Þ} 


proceed and affirm, 
That the Word God does denote and 


ſence is Eternal and Immutable, and 
nifty in the Theological Senſe, (ſays 

the Intelligent Being, who by his Et 
© fence, is in himſelf abſolutely a Perfect 


8 Being; „and by his Dominion, Power, 


* of all. And, I fay, the inſpir d Scrip- 


tbere 


ſignify, that Divine Being, whoſe E- 
Neceſſarily Exiſtent. That it does ſig- | 


p. 150, © the Modeſt Pleader) * not the Eſſence or 
b * Subſtance of God, but the Perſon, i. e.. 


* and Authority, is the God and Father | 


tures do no where Teach, that there | 
is One Supreme God, And I have pro- 
ved from Reaſon and Scripture, that 


ö -” - eq A * 


* 
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there is But One God. (Chap. 3.) PF and * p. 28. 


therefore there cannot be One Supreme 

God, and another Inferior God. Ang 

yet that there is One Supreme God, 
what theſe Learned Divines do ofa 


tigably labour to prove throughout alt 


their Pieces; and the main Force and 
Subſtance of their Reaſoning is contain'd 
in theſe Syllogiſms, urged by the Re- 


plyer. F 


5 alone, the one Supreme Governour of 


© the Univerſe,” is, alone, the One Su- 


* preme God. 

But the iter is, Alone, the One 
© Supreme Governour of the Univerſe. 
And this latter Propoſition is thus 
© prov'd, He, Ci. e. that Divine, Neceſſa- 


+ Preface 
He, Ci. e. that Intelligent Being] who b 10, 17. 


 rily Exiſting Being] who never acts in 


* Subjection to the Will of any other Per- 
* ſon Ci. e. Intelligent Agent] and every 
* other Peſon whatſoever, always acts in 


F * Subjeion to his Will, is, Alone,the One 
Supreme Governour of the Univerſe. 


* But the Father, [i. e. the Supreme 


* Perſon of the Father] never acts in 
Subjection to the Will of any other 


'* Perſon ; and every other Perſon what- 


ſoever, always acts in Subjection to his 


Wil. Therefore, G 
I Reply. There is not One Divine Being 
whois Supreme Governour of the World, 


and another Divine inferior, Being, Who 
5 
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3s a ſubordinate Governour of the Uni- 


verſe, and Accountable to the Other ſy- | 
preme Monarch, } 


Nor is there any ſuch a Thing 28 the 
Sup reme Perſon of the Father. 


Nor is the Son a Perſon, that is, an | 


Intelligent Being, Diſtinct from the Fa- 
ther. As I have before proved. 


„„ "ug Iv, (that Divine Intelligent ö 
eig) who is the Supreme Governour | 
nl 17 Univerſe, is (as I have before de- 


monſtrared Father, Son, and Holy Ghoſt. 
Who are but One, and not Three Di. 


+ 
13 
* 
i 
3 


F 


ſtinct Intelligent Agents; and thus all Þ 


_ thoſe fine Syllogiſms are ſpoiled, and 


become meer Paralogiſms; and the Ar- 


guments downright Sophiltry, but eaſily i 


unravell'd. 


I do not charge the Methodiſts with 


making Three Gods; for, they do not 


profels to believe, that the Holy Ghoſt 
is God: But I charge them with Poly- 
theiſm, the worſhiping of Two Gods. 


You reply, That Jou do not make | 


Two Supreme Gods. * 
We do not charge you with making Two 


" Firſt Cauſes: But One Supreme God, and 


one Inferior God. Now, two Gods is that 


which Reaſon contradicts, Scripture con- 
demns, and all True and Orthodox Chri- 


ſtians do, and ever did, expoſtulate againſt. 


But you inſiſt upon it, and add, One 


= * God, of and from whom are all Things 


and 


0 3 a A... + A K 


W 5 


1 Cauſes. 


f « adi One Lord (tho he is ſometimes 


| © ſtiled God) by, or through: whom are 


© all things, ought never to be ſtiled Two 
0 Gods, becauſe they are not two Firſt 


If, notwithſtanding; This, 
* you will needs hive them to be Two 


6: Gods: your Objection is not againſt 
me, but againſt. the Evangeliſt and the * 
e 

p. 195, 


; - Apoſtle, 
I Anſwer, You ſhould have taken 2 
great deal of Care, that this were True, 


for fear, leſt being Falſe, it ſhould alſo 


prove to be Prophane. 


The Father the Firſt in the Adorable | 
 TrINITY, is by way of Eminence, ſti- 


led, the God, the True God, the Only 
True God; not only in Oppoſition to 


is the Fountain of che TRINIT Y: But 


not to exclude the Son from being Truly 


and Eſſentially God: It is to exclude 
the Son from being the Father, but not 
from being God. And therefore, when 


St. Paul ſays of Jeſus Chriſt, there is 


One Lord, my that does not exclude 


the Father from being alſo Lord ; ſo, 

when of the Father, he ſays, there is | 
One God and Father of alle Neither does 
that exclude the Son from being why 


God, 1 Cor. 8. 6. Epb. 4. 5, 6. For a 


| though i in theſe Texts, the Father as 
Father, 


all Falſe Gods, but allo to diſtinguiſh 


him from the Son, the Second in the 
Bleſſed TRINITY; becauſe the Father 
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197. 
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Father, is manifeſtly diftinguiſh'd from 
the Son as Son, yet he is not diſtin- 
guiſh'd from him as God. F or, I have 
proved, that the Father, Son, and Ho- 
17 Ghoſt, are but One God only. 

5. The New Methodiſts affirm, Tha 

* Reply, de Son was begotten by the Will, 

1 the Free Will, and free Choice of the 

Modeſt Fl. Father. ; 

P. 26 Now this is a Propoſition impregna- 
ted with ſeveral Conſequences of very 
great Moment, and very Obvious: And 
therefore it is not to be admitted with- 
out evident Proof. And this Doctrine 
is not any where exprely taught! in the 
Holy Scriptures 

Dr. Clarke ſays, + * The Scripture has 


A + Rep. to 
a aug c 


1135 
14 ddeclar'd the Generation of the Son to 


* be by the Will of the Father; yet it 
does ſo by plain Conſequence. * 
Well, [ allow a Neceſſary Conſe- 
quence, from a plain Text of Scripture, 
to be an evident Proof from Scripture. 
Dr. Clarke proceeds, and Aſſerts, that 
this Point is proved: »When our Lord 
ſays concerning himſelf, St. John 5. 
26. As the Father hath Life in him ſelf, 
- ſo bath he given zo the Son, 70 have Lie 


* in himſelf. 
(as Dr. 


But, I Anſwer, It "WON 


| | | 1 Key. 
r.; going v. 47. and 25. That the Word 


5 . 55 g © Life, 


no where, indeed: in expreſs Terms, Þ 


K Clarke himſelf owns ||) from the fore- | 


Sacred and Adorable-TRINITY. 128 
Life] here ſignifies, the Power of rat- _ 
+ * fing the Dead. And if fo, it will fol-. .. 
low that this Text is nothing to his Pur- 
poſe: And I am of an Opinion, that he 
will never be able to prove this Point 
from the Holy Scriptures. 777 
The Learned Replyer does teach, that 
there cannot be any Change ſo much 
as even of a Mode of Exiſtence, in the . 
© Unchangeable Self-exiſtent God.! eh. 
If this be fo, methinks it will hence $72... 
follow, that the Father was always Fa- 
| ther, the Son always Son, and the Ho- 
ly Ghoſt, always Holy Ghoſt : Since $0 
every one is God, and there can be no 0 
Change in God. Wherefore, as the Son 
and Holy Ghoſt are Co-eſſential with  '!} 
the Father as God; ſo they have Co- © 
"exiſted with him as Father, and that 
from all Eternity. bi „„ _ | 
But as to the Eternal Generation f 
the Son of God, it is Ineffable. And - 
Dr. Clarke, in his Scripture Doctrine. 
ſays, + © In what particular Metaphy- 1 Part the | 
| * fical Manner, the Son derives his Being 4 8 * "2 
from the Father, the Scripture has | 
no where diſtinctly declared; and there- 
fore Men ought not to preſume to be 
Jͥͤé 
Ihe New Methodiſts affirm, That the 
» | moſt Learned of the Fathers did ex- 
- Þ preſly aſſert, that the Eternal Genera- 
T tion 
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25 Clar- tion of the Son, was K an Akt of the 


| Z = 247. Father's Power and Wil 


The Reply, * 
p-250,0%. 


Dr. Clarke's * 
Doct. Introduction, 


P- 1, 2, 3, 4. 4d 
Reply to Mr. Nel ſon. 


4.49. and, 
« Reply to Dr. wa- 


| terland. P-. 170. 
1% 


rr 170. 


* Jbid. 
P. 258. 


* Mathgs of Religion. 
ſon as they cannot prove this Point from 
ſo neither can 
they pretend to prove it by the Teſti 
monies of the Antient Fathers, becauſe Þ 
they declare, that the F athers have no | 
real Authority in fuch Matters, and! 
that! it is a Derogation to the Holy Serip: | 


To this, I fay, they themſelves. pro. 


feſs, that there. can never poſſibly be 3. 
ny Authority upon Earth, ſuf 


cient to oblige any Man to re. 


dation in the Books of Scripture, 


* and the only 
For which Rex 


the Sacred Scriptures ; 


* tures, to appeal to any later Writers. 
The Replyer tells us, * That what: 


ever is by Neceſlity of Nature—— 6} 


not by the Will of God. 
And, I ſay, That God does not exiſt, 


by Reaſon of any outward Coaction, nor 
and yet he is what he | 


Free Choice, 
would Chuſe to be. 


And it has been obſerved. und theſe | 
Learned Divines cannot diſprove it, 
* That it were Superfluous and Silly, to 
© imagine the Father to be z Father, ei- 

* ther Unwillingly, or Willingly. ae | 
rat er 


a 


ceive ſuch a Weighty Doctrine 
as this, unleſs it can be made] 
out: that it has a certain Foun-f 


| which are to us now, the whol: 
Rule of Truth, in! 


| © he is not Unwillingly whatever he is 
Naturally; having the Will to be what 
© He is, concurring with the Nature.“ 


forms us, + That the Arians being very 
defirous to prove the Son, of God 4 Orea- , itt ber 


F 


Sacred and Utorable T R 1 Wi- 7 v. 
© rather. Natu rally and Efſentially, For 


* St. Cyril 
Dial. 2. 
The very Learned Dr. Vaterland in- | 


p. 456. 
Lut. 638, 


ture, they attempted to do it by this % 
Dilemma, The Father begat the Son, 3 4 


either Helens, willingly, 2 e by free 


. Choice) or Nolens, againſt his Will, which 
in Greek, they expreſſed by e . 
un, meaning an extrinſick Neceſſity. 


They thought it could not be ſaid a- 


gainſt his Will, and therefore muſt be 
own'd, that it was with his Will; 


and 
then it would follow that, That Ad of 


the Will was precedent to the Son's Ex- 
| iſtence, and therefore the Father was 
before the Son. 
what Intent he beſt knows) argues very 

much after the ſame Way, + ſaying, . 
Whatever proceeds from any Being, o- : 


And Dr. Clarke, (to 


2279. 


. chan by the Will of that Be- 
doth not in Truth proceed from 

ther Being, but from ſome other Cauſe, 

or Neceſſity, extrinfick to, and inde- 

© pendent of that Being. 

St. Auguſtin anſwer'd this Arian Argu- 


ment, by retorting their Dilemma upon 
them, thus, 
ther be Cod. NMilens, 
or Volens, 


| Tell us, Whether the Fa- {Tom 8. 
againſt his Will; - 626. 


with h1s Will. Now it had 2 
K 2 


been 
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12 The Scripte DOCTRINE of the 


been a Thing manifeſtl 


abſurd, if the 
Arians had ſaid, againſt his Will. And 
if they had allowed that he was God, 
with his Will, then the Son alſo might | 


have been begotten by the Father, and 


yet the Father not before the Son in | 


Time. ns nn Oren 
| You will ſay, that God does Exiſt by 


of his Wil. 


Him in Time. 


But what I inſiſt upon is, That the: Þ 
Learned Divines cannot prove their! 
Point from the Divine Oracles, nor can 
they pretend to do it from the deſpiſed Þ 
Teſtimonies of the Antient Fathers. I 


add, 5 


Nor can they maintain this Opinion, 
or ſupport this their Notion by Res- 


fon. 


fror f Indeed Natural Reaſon is a very] 
= /meConſ- bad, and a very dangerous Expoſitor Þ 
F of Scripture in Scriptural Myſterics; 
and neither has any Authority, nor] 
| * gives any great Light in theſe Mat- 


derations, . 


224 p- 250 ters. | 


W 725 393 Theſe Learned Gentlemen tell us, 
Fd: e That Eternal Generation does not, 
P. 773 © in the Nature of the Thing — im-! 

e 555 ply 


266, 267, 
268. ? 


5 Neceſſity of Nature, | and not by an Ad! 


Very well. And yet he exiſts Volen;, Þ 
with his Will. And ſo the Son may! 
be begotten of the Father from all Eter- 
nity with his Will, and yet not be before 


Lo 29 SE. SE OE WO OTIS „ 


e 
0 


bas. Co md 23 CD: 


Sacred and Adorable TRINITY. 


* © ply Neceſſary Exiſtence of the Per- 
: © ſon generated, but is indeed efſen- 
_ © tially contradiQory to it. 


To this I ſay, you cannot, in this Caſe, : 


ſtrictly argue from Humane to Divine 
Generation, for the n is infinite 
5 ly great. 


And it's eaſy to conceive, that an Eter- 
nal, Infinitely Active Being did act from 


ration will argue, that the Father was 


always Father, and the Son always Son; 


and that the Son did co-exiſt with the 
Father from all Eternity, and the Son 


partake of the ſame Neceſlarily Exiſting 


and Independent Nature and Eſſence, and 
of the fame Abſolute Eternity, with the 


Father; but by Derivation. 
But they contend, ** That in Scrip- 


| 85 ture, the Begetting of the Son 1s al- 


ways mention d as an Act of the Fa- 


all Eternity: And then Eternal Gene- 
being God, this does prove that he does 


* ie. 


5 ther — which Generation the Primi- 


tive Writers Unanimouſly underſtand 


to have been by the Incomprehenſible 
5 ' Power and Will of the Father. And if it 


vere Neceſſary, an Act it could not be; 


for Action and Neceſſity, are contradi- 
Cory Idea's; whatever acts by Neceſlity, 
does not truly act, but is indeed, only 
acted upon. 
Dr. Waterland's 1 is, (2d Def p. 
| 105 309.) But ſhe w me that * 


1 * ever. 


133 
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1 134 4 The Scripture D oc TRINE of the 


ever makes it an Act, in your Senſe, | 
I have heard of Begotten, I never read | | 
* that it was a Voluntary A&, a Mat- 

© ter of Choice, which is your Senſe of | P 
2 AQ— In your new Senſe of Begetting | C 

* and Acting, there is no Proof either in I 11 
* Scripture, or Antiquity, that the Fa-! 

ther Begat or Acted: And now what Þ 
have you done, but alter'd Names, Þ ge 
* and left Things as before? Was there ti 
* ever truer Pedantry about Words? th 

But theſe Philoſophers inſiſt upon it th 
* That Neceſſary Agents are no Agents, D 

and Neceſſary Cauſes no Cauſes, and do Þ fe 
not properly act: That whenever God Þ | 
*'AQs, whenever he does any Thing, Þ M 
© then it 18 not by Neceſſity of Nature, ar 
but by the Choice of his Will— To C| 

* 2&, or to do any Thing, by Neceſſity ] in 

of Nature, is a Contradiction in Terms. | C 

My Anſwer i is, But can an Infinitely Þ 
active Being ever ceaſe to Act? And 
being a Free Agent, muſt not he ad 
Freely, as well as Neceſſarily? > But let 
this paſs. 

{ profeſs, that! 46 not Comprehend, ö 
do Db Underſtand, do not Know what 
this Act of the Father is in begetting! 

the Son; and therefore, if by urging, 
Wat the Son was begotten by the Free 
Choice of the Father's Will, you mean 

(for you do not ſpeak out) that the Son | 
was a Precarious Creature, brought in“ 

oh 


Doctrine d Poſteriori. And the Son did 


 Co-exiſt Eternally with the Father, and 
| therefore gg could not be made in Time. 


And I have largely proved, (Chap. the 
7th.) * That Chriſt Jeſus, the only be- *p 3. 
gotten Son of God, is Truly and Eſſen - 
tially God; that he does partake of 
the ſame Divine Nature and Eſſence with | 
the Father; and that he is endued with 
Divine and Effential Attributes and Per— 


fections, which is an Evident Demon- 
ſtration that the Son of God, is not a 


Made, Precarious, Dependent Creature; | 


| and that he was not fo begotten by the - 
Choice of the Father's Will, as this may 


imply, that he is a Diſtinct, Dependent, 


Created Being. 


And I am ſurpriz'd, that theſe Inge- 


nious Divines ſhould, with ſo much Con- 
fidence, Publiſh, and ſo frequently urge, 


2 Doctrine, which is out of the Reach 


of Humane Underſtanding; which can- 
not be proved by the Teſtimonies of 
thoſe Fathers, whom they both make 
Uſe of, and Deſpiſe; and which has no 
| Foundation in the Word of God; and 
| yet it is of the vaſteſt Importance, and 
of the greateſt Conſequence, with Re- 
Leg to the Chriſtian Religion, 


El | 6. We 


Gurt aud, Adorable Tui r TY. 135 


; to Exiſtence; and made in Time: Then 
| Ido not pretend to diſprove this à Pri- 
ori: But I undertake to confute your 
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135 The Scripture DOCTRINE of the 


Eſſence and Subſtance : And that he is 
other ſuch like Texts of Scripture, as 
C. 45. V. 5. I am the LORD, and there i: ; 

none elſe : There is no God beſides me. 
prove that the Son is diſtinct from, andF 


* 196. others of the like Nature, do all of 


* as diſtinguiſh'd from a Perſon: By! 


* clares himſelf alone to be. 


Y 


6. We ſay, the Son as Son, is not the 4 


bo 


Unbegotten Father; but we affirm, and 
have prov'd, That the Son, as God, is! 
one and the ſame God with the Father; | 
of one and the ſame Identical, Indivi-! 
dual, Eternal, and Neceſſarily-exiſting þ 


not excluded from being Truly and Ef-Þ 
ſentially God, by the following, or any] 


Iſa. 44. 8. Is there a God beſides ne? Tea, | 
There is no God, I know not any, and 


Now, theſe exquiſite Scholars, to! 


= inferior to the Father in Nature, do po- 
%. ſitively aſſert, * That thoſe Texts, and 


them moſt expreſſy and uniformly Þ 
+ ſpeak of a Perſon, and not of a Being, 


* thoſe Texts therefore, not only all} 
other Beings —— but all others what- 
* ſoever; all other Beings, all other] 

_ © Perſons, all others whatſoever, (beſides Þ 

_ © the He, the J the Me, the Perſon there] 

* ſpeaking) are expreſly excluded from 
* being what He, who there ſpeaks, de- 


Theſe Texts (ſay they) are expreſly | 
Perſonal, and are as * expreſly excluſive} 
Jof any other Perſon, as of any other 
ET EL EE * Subſtance, | 
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137 


Subſtance, from being what He, who 


there ſpeaks, declares. himſelf Alone 


to be, Viz. The Supreme and Original 


* Subſtance of the Father; cannot be 


Author and Governor of all Things. 
And therefore the Son, unleſs he be 
- © himſelf the Perſon, as well as of the 


what the Perſon ſpeaking in thoſe 


* Texts, declares himſelf alone to be. 


© Conſequently, when he is ſtiled God 

Land Lord, it muſt, of Neceflity, mean, 
© that he is in a Subordinate Senſe, the 
Author and Governour of all“ 


And one may perceive a ſecret Plea- 


whilſt they are preſſing this Argument. 
See with what Zeal and Vehemency the 


Modeſt Pleader, urges the ſame Thing, * 


thus, upon Iſaiah 45. 5. I am the LoRp, 


ſure ſpreading itſelf over their Souls, 


® 132, | 


1335 137. 


and there is none elſe. He ſays, [not, 
| © Nullum aliud, no other Being only; 


but Nullus alius, no other Perſon; no 


* other whatſoever ; no other abſolute- 


ther Eſſence :] There is no God beſides 


II. 40. 25. To whom then will you li- 
| © ken me, or ſhall I be equal? Saith the 
" Holy One”. SES 


| [The Words are all Perſonal.) Ne- 


Perſonally, 


* ly; either of the ſame, or of any o- 


hem. 9. 6. Thou, even Thou, [ Perſonally] 
art Lok alone, And he adds upon 
| ſeveral other ſuch Texts, Perſonal, or 
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De 'Serifttire Poorring of * 


Perſonally, above ten times, in the com- 


aſs of Bos Pages, Now, I have not of. 
es ſeen an Argument urged with ſo 


much Triumph and Aſſu rance, fy An 


that may be fo caſily and briefly 


yet Reply, | 
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fwered. 
Says the Country-Clergy-man The 
'* ſame Living God Neceſſarily 


ſignifies the ſame Individual, Living, 
Auel Agent, — i. e. Perſon. The 


8 Term God therefore, is 2 Perſonal 


Ly Word: And the Texts of Iſaiah ex- 


preſly and Neceſſarily prove, that | 
6. ok is the ſame Perſon, if he be not 


* excluded from being what the Perſon 
© there ſpeaking —— declares himſelf 
* alone to be. This, (adds he) I inſiſt 


: ho upon and unleſs you can reply to 
© This, all other Things'a are to no Pur- 


* pole. 
I Reply Diredly, He is, and thus this 
1 Argument is utterly ſubverted 
Two Words, theſe two Faktieies, 

K tho 5-7 
For, as Chriſt is God, but not ano- 
ther God ; ſo he is a Perſon, but not 
another Diſtinct Perſon, Intelligent A- 
gent. and Neceſſirily exiſting Being, And 


as the Holy Ghoſt is God, but not a | 
nother God. diſtin& from the Father; * 


ſo he is a Real Perſon, but not ano 
ther Perfor” ne from the Father; 


Sacred and: Adorable T RINI V. 


; or another Intelligent Agent, or Neceſ-' 
- farily Exiſting Being. 


Theſe Three are manifeſtly diſtin. 
guiſh'd as Father, Son, and Holy Ghoſt ; 


Real Perſon, the ſame Intelligent Agent, 


but not with reſpe& to the Godhead: 
For they are the ſame He, the ſame 


the ſame Divine, Eternal Being, the 


| ynderſtood in the abſolute Senſe of theſe 


Words, as in many other Places, ſo in 
the Texts alledged by the Modeſt Plea- 
der. * Iſaiah 44. 6, 8. and 45. 5. and 46. 


4 Dent. 32. 39. and Iſaiah 43. 10. 
2 Kings 19. 19. and Nehem. 9. 6. Pſ. 83. 
18. and 86. 10. Zech. 14. 9. Iſa. 41. 4. 
and 44. 6. Joel 2. 27. If. 44. 24. Jok 9. 
2,8. J 45. 6, 7. Deut. 3. 24. Hoſea 13. 
4. Iſaiah 43. 11. and 35. 21. Deut. 32. 

” Exod. 20. 3. Dent. 6 


29 „32. If. 42. 8. and 45: 22. St. 8922 


＋ 10. 


St. Mark 12. 


ſame Neceſſarily Exiſting God. And 
thus the Words God and Lord, are to be 


913251335 
134, 137, 
136. 


Well then, our Gavious geln is, nor 


can poſſibly be, excluded by theſe, or 
any other Texts, from being truly God, 5 
becauſe he is one and the ſame Pertos 
(as it ſignifies one and the ſame Indi- 
F vidual, and Neceſſarily exiſting Being) 
with the Father. 1 
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Mr. Neb 
ſon. p. 230. 


* Reply to 


The Scripture DocrRINE of the 
Doctor Clarks ſays, * Self. exiſtence is 


a Primary, nay, the Primary and moſt | 


« Eſſential Attribute of the Divine Sub- 


© ſtance. 


1 Rephy. 
p-. 252, 
254. 

I Ibid. 
P. 292. 


8 We call the Father Unbe-| 


gotten, but it is more proper to ſay, The] 
Neceſſarily Exiſtent, than Unbegotten 


1 Anſwer, True, if by Self. PE 


only Unbegotten, || as he does in his 


Scrip. DoF. (p. 274, 223.) or elſe he does 
very unjuſtly tranſlate the Author quo- : 


ted by him. 


| was ready to ſay, that Unbexotien 
was a Perſonal Character only; but that 
* Clarke would find Fault without ſuf. | 


| Kcient Reaſon. ©. 


Eut this I will affirm. that. Unbegot- 
ten is the Incommunicable Property of 
the Father; but it is not an Eſſentul Þ 
Attribute of God: For, when we con- 
fider God Abſolutely, neither does Un- 


n dts + 31. 
on a rt Lt e 


he means Neceſſary Exiſtence. r But it! 
is not ſo, if by Self-exiſtent, he means 


begotten, nur Begotten, enter into his] 


God, and leſs apt to deceive, And in- 


deed the New Methodiſts do make ſuch 
a ſtrange Uſe of the Word, Self-exi- 
ſtence, and ſome other ambiguous Terms, 


as does, I think, as well deceive them- N 


ſelves,” as abuſe their Diſciples _ 
8. Theſe Learned Philoſophers ear-Þ 


neſtly contend, That the Divine Indivi- 


dual Attributes, can neither be Commu- | . 


nicated 1 
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1 | nicated with, nor without the Divine 

1 Eſſence, becauſe they are Individual; 

and nothing that is Individual, can 
ever be Communicated from any One 
Thing to Another. „  ® Reply 
I Anſwer, The Father begetting the Goes | 


_ 

t Son, did not beget another God, but a A. 

x Son that was God. And what belong'd ? N 2% 
$ 


to the Father as Father, the Individual Il 
and Incommunicable Property of being 
"| Unbegotten, could not be communica- 
ted to the Son; for then the Son would 
| have been the Father. But the Divine 
Nature, and Divine Eſſential Attributes = 
were communicated to the Son, becauſe + | 
He is (as I have prov'd) Truly and El. 
| ſentially God. And, I believe that tze 
f | Divine Attributes and Eſſential Perfe- N 
1] &ions of God, were Communicated to 
the Son, for this very Reaſon, becauſe 5 
„they are Individual: For the Son, as | 
5 Son, 1s diſtin& from the Father, as firſt if 
CW in the Adorable TrINITY: But, | Wy 4 
1e] God, He is one and the ſame, Undivi- Il 
ng ded, Individual, Eternal, Neceſſarily 
"| Exiſtent, Abſolutely perfect Being; and ii 
| therefore the Father Communicating his 


| Divine Nature, and inherent Perfecti- 'N 
5, ons to the Son, did not Communicate | 
NF them to another. Diſtin& and Separate — 
I Being. For the Eternal Son, of tzhe 
IF Unbegotten Father, was not begotten by = 
* Auſcilion, but by Participation and - - 
u- Commu- 1 
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| | Ibid. 


Philo. v. 


Communication of the Divine Eſſence, 
Attributes, and Perfections: For he is 
Truly and Eſſentially God, One and 
the ſame God with the Father. 2 

And thus, I having proved that the 
Holy Ghoſt is Truly and Eſſentially 
© God it follows, that he alſo, as God, 
does partake of the ſame Divine Sub- 
ſtance and Effential Perfections with the 
Father. . 

9. It has been a generally received Do- 
Arine, That the Eternal Son of God, 
is Conſubſtantial to the Father. The 
New Methodiſts tell us, 

* That the Greek Word Oles. 0 22 


_ moouſios] in the Nicene Creed ſignifies on- 


ly, that the Son is of the lame Kind of 
Subſtance with the Farhep, 2. 

I fay, If thoſe Nicene Fathers meant 
no more by that Artificial Term, but 
- barely a Specifick Unity, nothing but a 
meer Likeneſs of Nature, it is very 
ftrange, that the Arians ſhould be ſuch 
bitter Enemies to the Orthodox, for 
maintaining the Conſubſtantiality : That 
the Euſebians did, at the Council of 


Nice, ſo zealouſly oppoſe the Term, Con- 
ſubſtantial. Tf And, that when they ſub- 
8. fcribed the Nicene Creed they ſhould de- 


p. 22. Ge. ceitfully write, *O 1, inſtead of O- 


a. Can 
4 # a 6 F 
1 

i ; 


Hein: If theſe two Words then were 


A | Supp'em. of the fame Significarion. | And that 


| Eudoxins, 


Suered and; Adorable RINA 1 V. 443 


Eudoxius, in a Council at Antioch, ſhould 


1 rejet both thoſe Terms. A. D. 358. 5 


The Biſhops aſſembled together in a © 


Council at PFF 


| Declared, That the I KIxIT v ef Father, 


Son, and Holy Ghoſt, was Conſubſta r 


N ＋ And the Emperors V alentinian, + Theod, 
and Valens, and Gratian, in 4 Letter to U 4. 4 9 
the Biſhops of Aſia, did order, that the P. 58. 

| Decrees of this Council ſhould'be every 
where | Publiſh'd, wherein, they ſay, 


that thoſe moſt Bleſſed Biſhops; confeſs, 


| according to the Great and Orthodox 


A. D. 325.) That the Son is Conſub- 
ſtantial to the Father: Not in the Senſe 
of thoſe, who declare, that Ou, 


ſignifies no more than To Soto. (7. e. 


Like. For, we think, That one and the 

| fame Eſſence of Father, and of Son, and 

of Holy Ghoſt, is in three epo mi, 
that is, in three perfect wmoancy, that 

zs, perfons, [| [in the Eccleſiaſtical Senſe Ide. 
of the Word.] Where it is very remar- . 25% 

| kable, that the Terms res] and e- 
Trou, are made uſe of by the Weſtern 
ö Biſhops, as Words of the ſame Signifi- 
cation, when apply'd to the Adorable 
| T&INITY; and m2yowrer, ſignifies more 
than an Appearance, and Ian, leſs 
than Subſtance. 5 : (| 
The Modeſt Pleader ſays, © The Paſs. 11 
He age of St. * } 1s deine, Epiſt. 300. Tr 


* Se, 4; | 
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Tbe Srrinure DOCTRINE of the 


2 58 &u]o TE kel ecu? Oo 010, KM 21 


| exv è rie. The ſame Thing is not Con- 


I fay, the Son is diſtinct from the Fa- 
ther, becauſe Conſubſtantial to him: 


ſubſtantial to itſelf, but another Thing 
GG  One Z 


For nothing is Conſubſtantial to itſelf; 


and yet, altho' the Son be diftin& from 


the Father, as Father, yet he is not di- 
ſtinct in Eſſence from him, as God, be- 
cauſe they are Conſubſtantial. The Son 
Partaking of the ſame Individual Eſſence, 


Abſolute Eternity, and Infinite Perfe- 
ctions with the Father, by Derivation, 
but Eternally. And the Son, as Son, 1s 
Inferior to the Father; but, as God, E- 
qual to him in Effence, Power, and Eter- 


nity, but that very Equality is de- 
rived. For altho' the Son be Eter- 


nally, Truly, and Eſſentially God, yet 
it is as he is very God of very God. Where- 


fore, I think, that when 'O0oo:G., is ap- 


plied to the Son of God, it ſignifies 
ſomething more than a meer Likeneſs. 


* Tom. 1. 
p. 241. 


5 i 1 Edit. Par. 5 pe | 4 I 1 e f "2 
1 Beruor | Atqprres Jugrosoion, * #2; Ougsotoy, 4 a 
| / \ mRQ | 


think that the Son and Father are the 
ſame, as the Sabellians do, ſaying, they 
are of one and the ſame Subſtance, and | 

OO ir” TOW] AOOiw® No 


He adds a very remarkable Paſſage out 


of St. Athanaſius 8 * "Ex "JEO 1s MICEWS, It 


18 this, E 78 vo . Tepvp», ws ol Ter- 


TYTW & veupuTres 70 G uviov., We do not 


; 
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not Conſubſtantial, and in this Thing, 
taking away the Son's very Being. 
Now, the Sabellians maintain'd the 
"Eſſential Unity of the Father and the 
Son; but they athrm'd, that there was 
not a Real, but only a Nominal Diſtin- 
"&ion between them. They would ſay, 
that the Son was of the ſame Subſtance 
with the Father; that was the Truth, 
but not the whole Truth: But they 
would not acknowledge, that the Son 
was Conſubſtantial to the Father; for, 
that implied, that there was a real Di- 
ſtinction between them: Becauſe, as St. 
Baſil very well obſerves, Nothing is 
EConſubltantial to itſelf, 
And therefore that is a very judicious 
| Remark of the Learned Biſhop Bull's, 
which you immediately ſubjoin, * Certè * eck. 2 
Sabellius ipſe nunquam Filium Iubeus dix- 8. 9 
| aſſet Patri Owoznor, ſed potius, TaUTWOIOV. . 
Aſſuredly, Sabellius would never wil- 
lingly have ſaid, That the Son was Con- 
ſubſtantial to the Father, but rather, that 

he was of the ſame Subſtance with the 
Father. Wherefore, when the Antient 
Fathers taught a Conſubſtantial TRINI- 
TY, they believ'd, That the Three were 
really diſtinguiſhed as Father, Son, and 
Holy Ghoſt, but nor eſſentially diſtin | 
And, conſequently, by the Term 'Oxs- ij 
i., they often meant more than a bare 
: Likeneſs of Eſſence. ON ET 
ep nn 6 
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145 The Scripture DOCTRINE of the 
There is another Paſſage which thi 
Author the rather chuſes to mention 
| becauſe Dr. Clarke was guilty of a Mi * 
| ſtake in the Tranſlation he gives of it 
And I am greatly Miſtaken, if he ali“ 1 
does not commit the like Fault. The © 


Orig. Paſſage is this, * Kai av M FiAovrn 5 
46. Hel, dcn Fu „ N Bupir 4 2 5 
36. Het, e * 8 95 e? oF 2 U A E 4 
Lp ern Oos, e h rec 5 
TEN þ ao 3% SEL (ror pre . 


1 61 eg. e 1 T4 males: ü us Þ : 
i Ora eva Toy Ne %%. Tall 
29795 Ne TESTR9pL3pevor 33 apν,ᷣ * 


e 


Deen Tx TH 5 TiItvras 0; aunts Th 1910THTay | 
THY Sly = a e TUY Avery eg x 5 
TY ICS) erty Sy Avent: . Nov 
digen, does not ſignify Perſonality, i. 
the Methodiſts Senſe of the Word. Naſt , 
did Oo 12, in Origen's Days, ſignify Sub , 
ſiſtence, in the Scholaſtical Senſe of thiÞ , 
Word. . 

And if, 2 2 THY may 251 meety e y L 
nary e my meoss According 
the Learned Huetius, do not ex preſs * 

Notion which Origen condemn'd, as yup 
think, yet thoſe Words expreſs an Op , 
nion Which ought to be rejected; N 9 
the Eſſence of the Divine Logos, is 10 4 
Diſtinct from the Subſtance of the Fi 
ther. Leaving then out this Paſſag th 
which is Erroneous; the preceedinÞ N 
Words of Origen do very well admoniff 5 
LE neither to deny the fncommunicabl * 
Proper 1 
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24 making him [Erroneoufly] to be, in 
KReality, nothing but a meer Name: 
Dr elſe, on the contrary, denying Er- 


0 and Eſfence. 
Tranflation of this Difficult Paſſage, * * **% 


i ' inſtead of Real Perſonality, © Hence, 
(( (ſays Origen) we may ſolve the Scru ple 


© + Fine; they thould inake we OM. 
© fall into falſeand wicked Notions : (ci- 


1 er the Father; and ſo, while they 


ing Property. 
cl] of Nice did not believe that the Son 5 
| © the Father. 


N pinion, but rather think that it was tzjge 

| Real Opinion of the Nicene Fathers 
That the Son was of the ſame Undivi- 
ded Subſtance and Eſſence with the Fra. 
ther: And that he was not made out of „ 
Nothing, nor did derive a New Being 
16 From the F ather, as from a Diſtinct Be- 


Sacred and Adorable TRINITY. 147, | 
Property of the Son, which is to be ge. 
gotten ; nor to reject his Divine Nature 


Here then I ſhall give you Dr, Clarke' 5. 


only ſhall fay, Diſtinguiſhing Property, Ge p. 67 


* of many pious Perſons, who, through 


ther on the one ſide, denying the Diſtin- 
guiſhing Property of the Son Diſtinct 


* [Rightly] acknowledge his Divinity, 


© roneouſly] his Divinity, while they 
* ([Rightly ] acknowledge his Diſtinguiſh- 
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Dr. Clarke is poſiti tive, * That che Coun- 707% 75 
Y ei- 


n, p. 3) 
* was of one individual Subſtance with 3" 


__ — we PINTS Has my — — — nes "EP — 
S e 


9 am not of this Learned Hivine! 0. 


L 3 ing, 


143. The Scripture DOCTRINE of the 
ing, and ſuperior Cauſe, (in the Philo- 
ſophical Senſe of that Word) truly and 
bete, efficiently giving Life, * But that he was 
Ferit. D. begotten by the Father without any 
 Arjne, p. Diviſion or Abſciſſion of the Father's 
*39% Subſtance, by Communication and Par- 
ticipation of the very ſame Nature, E\- 
ſence and inherent Perfections: For, 

a Creature cannot be Conſubſtantial to þ 
God the Father; and the Nicene Fathers! 
did not only declare, that the Son was! 
Oui, Conſubſtantial to the Father, Þ | 
but they did alſo Profeſs, (as in the! 
Micene Creed) That he was truly God, Þ 
God of God, very God of very God, 1 f 
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CHAP, X. 
The c 


e HE Sacred and Adorable TAL 
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on. And this Bleſſed and Un- 


divided TRINITY, is alſo the greateſt 
| Myſtery in our Holy Proſeſſion. 
This Myſterious Doctrine is an Ar- 
ticle of Revealed Religion only. And 
it is Revealed in the Goſpel; and it aas 
been tranſmitted down to us through + 
all ſucceeding Ages. But for aſmuch 
as it is a Principle above Reaſon, it has 
| conſtantly met with great Oppoſition, 
as at preſent: But notwithſtanding that, 
the Scriptural Doctrine of the TRINITY 
has ſtill prevail d. . 
Dir. Clarke's Scheme labours under ſe- 
veral very great Difficulties. I'll give 


ſome Inſtances, 


A P, | : 


I. It is certainly New. Now, altho' 

2 Notion in Philoſophy may not be the 

| worſe, becauſe it is New; yet thoſe 
Principles are the Beſt in our Holy Re- 

ligion, which are Co-eval with the Chri- 


L 3 And 


ſtian Inſtitution. 


S&T Fe NITY, is the Diſtinguiſhing Do- 
KArine of the Chriſtian Religi- 
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And I do not remember, that the New Þ 
| Methodiſts have ſo much as attempted Þ 
4 to prove, That their Doctrine of a TRI. 
Nix, (conſiſting, of One Supreme and 
Only True God, and an Inferior Sub- 
_ ordinate God, and of a ſtill more Infe- 
rior Divine Perſon) was ever eſtabliſh'd 
by any one Council, or received by a- 
ny one Particular Church of Chriſt, in 
any Age of the Church, or in any Part 
of the World whatſoever. 

2. The New Methodiſts do 8 | 
their Notions in Unſcriptural, Metaphy- Þ | 
ſical, Ambiguous, and Equivocal Terms. 
They ſay, that the Father Alone, is, Ab- ft 
ſolutely ſpeaking, the God of the Uni FF 
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=" Doffor verſe, C.. * 1 te 
_ Clarke's 1 
Script. A, Theſe are neither Scriptural Ex in 


De. p. 2. preſſions, nor true Doctrine: For, net] gr 
. 8. the Father alone, but Father, Son, and] M 
r * Holy Ghoſt, are, Abſolutely {peaking to 
the God of the Univerſe. cle 

Dr. Clarke ſays, God the F. ather is T 
© by way of Eminence, the One and 
« Only God, becauſe he alone has—Þ *« 
Da Wein; [1 would ſay, the Divine Na. 
ture and Eſſence all Eſſential Attri th 
butes and: Perfections] Abſolutely oi is 
himſelf— *© Unoriginate, and not def gi 
* riv'd from any — And, Chriſt is al 
True God, becauſe he has True Dif 
vinity. (i. e. As I would interpret it 
the Divine Nature and Eſſence, all EI 
ſentialÞ 
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* rived to him from the Father. 


of my Interpretation of the Word Di- 
vinity, which I verily . believe is Juſt 
and Orthodox, and we may ſoon be a- 
I greed. This, (as I take it) is the main 
point to be determin'd by us. But 1 


Now, leave out the deluding Term 
1 [Supreme] 2s I have done; and admit 


151 


| (ential Attributes and Perfections) De- 


1am Conſcious, that here the Term Di- 


Truth, and how eaſily they may Rev 
"| turn again into the Right Way, 


termin' d. And the Country Clergy-man, 


| vinity is Equivocal. However, here they 
may ſee how near they are here to the 


It is a Matter of vat Importance in 
„ this Controverſy, to. have the Terms 
1- Þ 20x, and TORTS, rightly fix'd and de- 


*in his Reply to Dr. Waterland, takes a 


ot great deal of fruitleſs Pains to adjuſt this 
nd Matter (from p.-443— to p. 459.) and 


J to ſet this Argument of Criticiſm in a 


clear Light, he affirms, That, general- 
BB ly ſpeaking, ty does fignify common 
na «© | Nature, or general Eſſence ; and π] . 
—| * pac, Singular Being, or Individual 


Nr © Identical Subſtance. ? Now, as I think, 


that this Interpretation of theſe Words, - 
off 3; neither very Juſt, nor very Intelli- 85 
de gible: So, I take theſe to be Deep and 5 


9 Frofound Metaphyſicks. 


And yet this Divine gravely ſays, in 
11 the Words of Nr. Clarke, (Ibid. p. 175, 


La 176.) 


nia 
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* Metaphyſical · Words; which 
have conſtantly avoided, beczufe of 
their Abſtract and Ambiguous Signifl— 
© cation. And yet he makes Uſe of this 


The Seripture DOCTRINE of the 


176.) concerning the Word [Nature,] 


That it is a meer Abſtract, general 
* Term, of very Uncertain, Various and 


0 Tndererminate Signification - — Where- 


about 
1 


fore I ſhall not contend - 


Term, p. 244; 249, 15 
Dr. Clarke ſays, * « The Supreme per. 


{on of Father alone, is Self exiſtent, Un- 


derived, Unoriginate, and Independent. 


There! is ſcarce one Word here, but 


What is Ambiguous, Karten, Self 
_ exiſtent. 


The Country Clergy man ſays, it is 
Way Ridiculous, to call © Self-exiſten! 
an Ambiguous Term : z becauſe, (ſays 
s 3 it always has one. determinate pre- 
* ciſe Meaning, and never fignifies morc 
nor leſs, than exiſting of itſelf, by the 


I Abſolute Neceſſity of its own Nature. 


without deriving from any other Cauſc 

© whatſoever, in — * Manner whatſo⸗ 

ever. F--- | 

This is very poſit tive, but does not ſa- 
/ me, becauſe this very Divine, fre. 
* tranſlates 4% 755 (which only 

gnifies unbegotten.) I fay, he tran- 


12 5. flares it, Unoriginated, or Self- Exi- 
5 2" fte 


Sacred and Adorable T RINIT V. 
And yet he bitterly cries out againſt = 
' others, for expreſſing themſelves in this 
Ambiguous and Unfair Manner, by Y 
which the Ignorant are deceiv'd. * 2 Y 
And yet Unbegotten, and Self. exi- Clarke's 
| feent, or Unoriginated, are Words of Replys P. 
| quite different Significations; if Self- eee 
| exiſtent means Neceſſarily Exiſtent. 
The Antitrinitarians have a Thouſand 
Times objected and argued, That Three 
- | Perſons cannot be One God. Now the 
- | New Methodiſts do know, F that the Th 
. | Orthodox do not uſe the Ecclefiaſti- W 
t cal Term Perſon, in the ſame Senſe p. 444, 
as they take it in, and yet they fol- 4459, | 
| low the ſame Example and Practice. =” 
s This is deteſtable Equivocation. 
n 3. But the moſt Inſuperable Diffi- 
«| culty, is their making Two Diſtin& 
- | Gods, which makes cee Ditheiſts. 
„ The Grand Error which runs through 
ze all the Writings of the New Metho- 
e, diſts is, That they maintain, that the 
e Father, Son, and Holy Ghoſt, are 
ov | Three Diſtinct Perſons and Separate Be- 
I ings. This leads them, at leaſt into 5 
a-! Ditheiſm. 5 
re. Dr. Clarke ſays, that the Suppen "og 
Ia | ſon of the Father Alone, is, the God df | 
in- the Univerſe, * 2 gh. 2 
xi-l| He fays, || © Cbriſi is by Nature, f 1.1%. | 
Truly God, (as Truly, as Man is by v.81: 
L is Nature Truly Man; 4 but then nge 
nd i adds, | 
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154 The Scripture DOCTRINE of the 


adds, © That is, He is God, not Self- 
, exiſtent, but as having by that Nature 
which he derives from the Father, 
True Divine Power and Dominion 
over all Things both in Heaven and 


. e XR 


a 


Practice, which is contradicted both by 
Reaſon and Revelation. The Leer lein 
God frequently and expreſly condemns 


it. One main Defign, both of the Old 


and New Teſtament, was, to baniſh all 
ſuch Doctrines and Practices out of the 
World. Moſes and the Prophets, Chriſt 
and his Apoſtles, expoſtulate againſt the 
fame, All the true Servants of God, 
in all Ages of the World, have declared 
againſt it; and all good Chriſtians, in 
all Ages of the Church: have zea- 


wully endeavour d to extirpate Foly- 


1 The: Unity of the Deity is a 
Doctrine which is never to be departed 


from; and whatever Hypotheſis does 


Contradict it, that ſame Opinion is Ab- 
ſolutely Falſe. „ 

When lundertook this Work. I thoug ht 

that thoſe well- diſpos'd Chriſtians ho 

| would Warnke to read the lame, would 


Earth, in Subordination to him who 
Alone i 18 abſolutely Do mewox egimup] of 
© Himſelf Supreme over all.“ So that 
He is but a Subordinate God Now, 
the Acknowledging and Worſhipping of i 
Two Diſtin& Gods, is a Notion and 
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Sacred and Adorable TRINITY. 


be very well pleas'd to ſee the Scripture 
PDcctrine of the Myſterious Trinity 
laid before them, and no more Unſcrip- 
- tural Terms made Uſe of but what are 


Abſolutely Neceſlary ; and that it wou d 


| likewiſe be a great Satisfaction to them, 


135 


i to be rightly inform'd, what Part of this 


Doctrine is myſterious, that cannot be 
3 Comprehended by Us, and to which we 


are not requir'd to give our Aſſent, be- 
cauſe not Revealed : And what Part of 


| this Doctrine we ſhould be well inftru&- 
ed in, and ought ſteadfaſtly to believe, 


becauſe it 18 105 Diſtinguiſhing Doctrine n 


of the Chriſtian Inſtitution. 
And I have prov'd from Scripture 


| (which 18 the higheſt Demonſtration) 
that there 1s 2 Real Diſtinction between 
the Father, Son, and Holy Ghoſt, in 
the Adorable TRINITY: But then, I. 
| have obſerv'd, that we cannot poſlibly 
Diſcover how great that Diſtinction is, 
| becauſe our Divine Lawgiver has not 
made that known to Us: And that as no 
| Mortal can find out any Terms of Art, 
that can Adequately expreſs that ineffa- 
ble Diſtinction; ſo no Chriſtian is oblig'd _ 
either to ſearch out or define the ſame. 
But when Reaſon can go no further, 
Faith can receive a Myſterious Truth: 
For, when Human Reaſon cannot Com- 
prehend the Nature and Manner of the 
Things in Heaven, becauſe Undiſco- 


vered 5 


r TY OOO U—— — — — — — _ 


3 
. 


23 Cn 


w 


* „ 
r 


2 
2 


= 8 55 - - 4 
W-,- >, m —_ — 2 ae i — 
S K 
— * I _ p — * - 


1. +3 

10 1 
D 
rr 


155 The Scripture DOCTRINE of the 


ſtian Verity to profeſs, 


vered; then Divine Faith can believe 


the Exiſtence and Reality of Spiritual 
Things, becauſe atteſted by Heaven. 
And as I have related what is Un- 
ſearchable in this Article, ſo I have diſ- Þ 


cover'd how much we are to believe of 
this Sacred Myſtery. N 1 
And if my Obſervations are juſt, it 


will not be too much to repeat the 
ſame. 5 1 5 


We are compell'd then by the Chri- 


That there certainly is an Ever-living 


God. 


That there are theſe Three, Father, 
Son, and Holy Ghoſt; who are to be 
Believ'd in, Obey'd, and Worſhipp'd. 

That theſe Terms, Father, Son, and 


Holy Ghoſt, do not deſtroy the Unity 


of the Deity, yet they do tignify, that | 


there is more than a meer Nominal Di- 


ſtinction in the Divine Nature; that || 
there is more than a Difference of out- 
ward Manifeſtations, or External Rela- 
tions between theſe Three, Namely, 
That they are really diſtin& from One 
Another. That God is One and Three, 
* in ſome Way and Manner, as cannot 
© be conceiv'd by Human Underſtand- 
ing, nor be expreſs'd by any Artificial 


Terms.“ And this is the Myſterious 


* Part of the TRINIT Y, which cannot 


S F 
k. 1 " ney Weg . „ 1 


be 


Sacred and Adorable TRINITY. 


be expreſs'd by Words, but is to be be- 


lieved in the Heart. 
That this Wonderful Diſtinction 1 is ſo 


not the Father, nor the Holy Ghoſt. 


That the Holy Ghoſt is not the Father, 


nor the Son. That theſe Three are 


Really Different, and that this Unknown 
Diſtinction is the Foundation of that 


Difference. 
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1 great, That the Father is not the Son, 
nor the Holy Ghoſt. That the Son is 


That this Diſtindion 1 15 fs Great, as 


do be Sufficient to Suſtain the Diſtin& 
I Names, Relations, Properties, Offices, 
and Operations, which are aſcribed in 
„Holy Scriptures, to each of theſe. 
M hat the Father is God, the Son is 
1 God, and the Holy Ghoſt is God: And 
pet the Diſtinction between them, is not 
ſo Great as to make them Three Gods. 
That the Son is God, but not another 
God; Diſtin& from the Father, as Son, 
but not as God; and that the Holy 
F Ghoſt is God, but not another God. 
| diſtin& from the F ather, and the Son, as 


Holy Ghoſt, but not as God. Therefore, „ 


That there! is but one God. The Plain, 


| Natural, and Unavoidable Conſequence _ 
of which i is, That the Father, Son, and 

| Holy Ghoſt, are but One God; 1 
ö that they are that One God, the One 

| God-of Chriſtians. - This, is what We 


| are to believe, and all sar we are to be- 
N 7 lieve 
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The Scripture DOCTRINE of the 


lieve concerning the Myſterious and 


| Adorable TRINIT Y; 


Now, if any Perſons get Benefit by 


this Performance, it is my Duty to wiſh, 
that they would aſcribe the Praiſe unto 


GOD. 
Now, to God the Father, God the Son, 
and God the Holy Ghoſt, be aſcribed as 1 


ever due, all Honour, Praiſe, and Glory, 


both now, and for evermore. Amen, Amen, 


Amen. 


And, Bleſſed be this One, Only, Tru: 
and Ever-living God. Amen. 
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mons 7. Terms. p. 28, in the Margin, for 28, r. 19. p. 293 l. 133 for Cap. 20, 
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